




[ 23 * ' 



Vttarpara Joykiishw* ^uhiio Libraij 
Govt. of ^ csi Bcdtfa) 





CIAL PAPERS. 

Lf.e Warn fa i, Esq. 


C0MM1SS10VER OP REVENUE APR CllCOIT 

Monghya. 

Sib. 

Having been charged with bribery, and combination to 
ruin the estate entrusted to my management, and being 
called on by the Acting Collector to reply to the charges OR 
the 19th of this month, that date being appointed for the 
hearing of evidence, and being allowed no more time than 
five days to meet the machinations of a Cabal which has 
been pretty openly formed against me, 1 am placed under dm 
necessity of informing you that the Court, which is prepared 
to try the cam, is far from being competent. 

The local authorities of this district, I regret being placed 
under the necessity to state, have personally so mixed Hbem* 
selves up with the circumstances of the case that they cannot 
possibly constitute unbiased Judges. I beg leave to inform 
you at the same time that it will be indispensably necessary 
for me to subpoena both Mr. Hawkins and Mr. Read, lit 
common with other european and native residents of the 
district, to lay open the machinations which have been form¬ 
ed against me, and the exposure of which will chiefly 
constitute the nature of my defence. 

1 have by a petition, presented this day, protested against 
the Collector's proceeding in the business till the receipt of 
an answer from you,—ana begged that my petition be for¬ 
warded to your Court. 

The appointment of a competent Officer, personally uncon- 1 
nected witn the circumstances of the case, is indispensable to 
the ends of Justice, 1 therefore humbly submit, that the cam 
maybe taken np without delay by the appointment %f an 
unexceptionable person by Government, and that this my 
request be forwarded to Government by you. 

As my addressing this public letter to you has reference to 
european officers only, ana as I am pressed for rime, I hope 
it will not be considered irregular. 

I have the honor to be &c. &c. 


Purneea , 1 6tk August, 1833. A. IMLACH, 
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MR. READ'S ACCUSATION. 
to E. Lee WA&rbk Esq. Commissioner of Revenue. 

i 

12 Division Monghyr. 

* ( 

S ir, 1 have the honor to submit herewith, for your comider- 
pKBfi and orders, certain papers on which my instructions have 
been solicited by Mr. Imlach, Surburakar of Huveliy &c. 
Turgunnahs. 

f 5t The documents submitted by Mr. Imlach bear refer¬ 
ence to an application made by the Messrs. Palmer, Moo- 
ipbids of Purgunnah Huveliy and others, to the Surburakar 
fbr a remission from the amount of rent which they have stipu¬ 
lated to pay agreeably to the kubooiiut they have executed, 
10 such an extent as shall enable them to carry on the farms. 

$. On a perusal of the papers submitted, the question 
naturally suggests itself whether the Surburakar of an estate 
appointed under the provisions of section 26 Regulation V. 
of lSlfi has the power of making a remission to a moostqjir 
from the annual amount he has stipulated to pay* 

4. In considering this point I beg to draw your attention 
tplhe following words in the above quoted enactment as point¬ 
ing out the duties of a Surburakar to manage the estate, that 
iaj u to collect the rents, and discharge the public revenue, and 

provide for the cultivation and future improvement of the 
^ estate.” To these words I may add the commentary of the 
Superior Court upon them made on the 3d. February 1816. 

*1 Tim responsibility of managers of estate must be considered 
b that of an agent acting for the benefit of his principal and 
^^ound to a Faithful discharge of the trust committed to him.” 

5. The above quotation*, as fares I am aware, comprise 
Ae vfrole law on the general duties of Surburakars s and 
from tnem it appears to be sufficiently clear, that the Surbura» 
bar has the fuu power of granting a remission,especially when, 
hs in the present instance, the settlement from which the re- 
mission is requested was made by himself; that it is his duty 
14 require moostajtrs topay up the full amount of their rents. 
If Such can be done without impoverishing the estate; but 
that if from circumstances, or any unforeseen causes, it should 

E r that jhe making such a demand from the Swrburakaree 
rree, would leau to a system of rack-rent, and theirin 
Msitj; to the greatest injury to theestate* it not only is 



MR. IMLACH’S REPLY. 


TQ THE MEMBERS OF THE SU00BR 

Board of Revenue, 

• Fort fVitLUM 

The humble Petition of Alexander 1m lac it 

Isnm 

of the Muhalat Pergunnas Havelly Poorneah SfC* 
Sheweth, 

1. That, ymif Petitioner, on hearing that the Offichttfnff 
Collector, Mr. F* E. Read , had forwarded to the 
oner of Revenue, all the papers submitted by your f fCtylh 
oner to him, on the subject of the remission of Twentystimr 
thousand Rupees per annum solicited by the Moo tqkim^ 
C. and O. Palmer, from the amount of rent they baWs 
stipulated to pay, and that Mr. Officiating Collector Readme 
report upon the occasion was in support of the Mootahids $ 
and attached neglect of duty to your Petitioner as Manager 
of the Estate, your Petitioner applied by Petition on the alii 
August for copy of the report, together with copy of 
another report, which had been forwarded with Bejai Govinit 
Sing's Petitions of the 14th and 16th August, charging your 
Petitioner “ with not having granted the remission incanae* 
“ quence of not having received a bribe for so doing " but the 
Acting Gollector refused to grant the copies solicited ; that; 
your Petitioner then, in consequence of Mr. Officfath^l 
Collector Read's refusal, applied by Petition on the SStajf' 
August to the Commissioner of Revenue for them, as well aa 
for a copy of Bejai Govind Sing:'# Petition of the 16m 
August, but was informed, that previous to the presentation 
of yoUr Petitioner’s application, all the papers had been 
transmitted to your Board % that from the Board at length 
your Petitioner has been fo/tunate in obtaining copies of the * 
above mentioned papers; and that your Petitioner, ow|pg t$» 
the untoward combinatiqp of the foregoing circumstances, 
has been disabled from tng before the Board his answer in 
defence at fin earlier period. « 

B. That Mr. Officiating, Collector Read's report of dw 
16th August before your Petitioner proceeds any further, 
requires a few observations at your Petitioner's hands as 
necessary to his defence; your Petitioner, therefore craves 
leave,, i n the firs$ ptacg, to call the attention of the Board to 
the general tone oFthe Report, and humbly to subinit to their 
consideration, whether it breathes not throughout in a 
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MR. MUB’S ACCUSATION. 


within his power* hut becomes Ilia duty by ^w*i|eqrf which 
be is bound to act for the benefit ofhis principal to take eff¬ 
ectual measures for obviating the occurrence of such evils. 

' 6. It may further be necessdry to advert to the causes 
which predominate in the appointment of a Surburakar- These 
are sufficiently laid down in the enactment under which Mr, 
iinlach 'holds bis office t and are defined as inconvenience 
to the public and injury to private rights haytng.been expe¬ 
rienced in certain cases from disputes subsisting among the 
pftforietdfo of joint undivided Estates, the inconvenience to 
pbbhc rights must of course primarily refer to the due re¬ 
gulation of the Government Ice venue the payment of which 
might be rendered precarious by proprietors of joint undivi¬ 
ded; Estates disputing among themselves. It. is obvious to 
iwhat the words “private rights** refer and they sufficiently 
fttdicnte that one of the great objects in the appointment of a 
morifeger consists in preventing such proprietors injuring each 
Other in matters connected with their Estate by aemonstrati- 
Orroof that hostility which they not unfrequently entertain 
towards each other and to obviate the effects of which is the 
duty of the Surburakar, 

7. A perusal of the papers submitted, suggests a remark 
Naturally arising from a consideration of the legal enactment 
Above mentioned. Viz; that the rules for the appointment 
Of Surburakars contemplate a difference of opinion amongst 
the proprietors of joint undivided Estates, and the settlement 
of those differences by the interference of a Surburakar appoin¬ 
ted for the common benefit of all. Could it be taken for 

f r&nted that no differences or disputes would arise were it possi- 
je to apprehend that the living proprietors of joint Es¬ 
tates in full possession and management of their property 
would tend to no inconvenience to public, or injury to 
private rights the appointment of a manager would clearly be 
Buperffuous. 

8. It appears then clear that under circumstances requi¬ 
ring it the Surburakar has the power to grant a remission to 
his Moosiajirs . I have entered thus at length into the subject 
as Mr. Imlach though he has admitted in die latter part of 
bis correspondence with the Moostahids as also in his Urzee to 
me that he had the power to remit seems at first to have thought 
Otherwise. I shall be obliged by your favoring me with your 
sentiments in conformationor refutation of the opinion 1 have 


* - V 
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WBL* HMCrS REPLY. 


*uarkable degree rather die warmth of interested- advocicy r 
and ersw something more) than the cool dispassionate repre^ 
sen tat ion of an inferior public Functionary to hie. 
superior in office ? ami thatf representation too addressed to 
such superior, as one is naturally led to infer from the condu*. 
sion of the 7th Paragraph, on a mere matter of opinion t—" '4*/ • 

3, Thatout of respect to your Board, your Petitioner paiK| 

over in silence the labored display of apparently logical argu* 
mentation, and syllogistic precision, which hare been mani*? 
festly brought forth with no small effort, to screen the Coilec* 
tor mom responsibility, at the risk of this Sttrburakar, o& Atfi 
subject of granting remission in stipulated rent. t 

4. That your Petitioner now Degs leave to proceed with;' 
commenting upon Mr. Officiating Collector fietuPf report^ 
from the 10th Par. onwards, wing the place where Wis 
pleased to descend from generalization in the division of 
official responsibility, to the particular instance of youp 
Petitioner’s management with reference to the Muhalatef 
Purgunnaa Havelty, Poorneah, 8cu in the capacity of Sur* 
burakar 
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* 9. Being the officer responsible for the selection of a pro* 

per person to fill the office of Surburakar it is necessary 
that 1 should advert to the pooceedings of Mr. Jmlach on 
the application of the Messrs. \Palmer. With respect to 
the application itself my own opinion is, that the Revenue 
Authorities are not competent to direct the Surburakar to 

S rant any remission in such cases; it being the duty of the 
ollectoron a due consideration of all the circumstances of 
the case, only to advertise the Surburakar how he ought to 
apt, leaving it to him to accept or reject that advice,as he 
may think fit, at the same time holding him responsible 
for the result of his proceedings. In the event moreover of 
the possibility of your entertaining a different opinion to the 
effect that the Revenue Authorities can interfere 1 propose to 
enter into a full consideration of the papers submitted and 
pff the facts, and circumstances connected with them. 

10. It appears then that Messrs. Palmers addressed 
‘J/ir. Jmlach on the 17th Cheytelast (4 months ago) laying 
before him the dreadful state of wretchedness and misery to 
which the Kyotts in the Purgunnahs farmed by them were 
reduced ; they stated the utter incapability of the Estate to 
yield a sum sufficient for the payment of the stipulated rents : 
and they requested a favorable consideration of these matters, 
in the hope (lint some settlement would be made to enuble 
them to carry on the farms without incurring the risk of 
involving themselves and all connected with them in irretrieva¬ 
ble ruin. Tliis representation was forwarded by Mr. Jmlach 
fo the Zumindars but it not appearing that Mr. Imlach had 
himself taken any measures to ascertain the correctness or 
Otherwise of the allegations urged by the Mootahids , I called 
upon him to explain whether he had taken any such measures 
or not. His reply of the 12lli Instant I cannot pronounce to 
be any thing but an evasion of the question. 

II. Mr. Imlach certainly acted right in forwarding 
the representation of the Mootahids to the Zumindars : but 
he appears completely to have mistaken the nature of his 
duty when he vested satisfied with having so acted. It 
was his place to have set on foot immediate enquiries for 
the purpose ofascertaining the correctness or otherwise of the 
allegations urged, he should have enquired .of the Moostajirs 
and Putwarees , and others whether such distress really existed: 
and if not then satisfied it was his place to have visited every 
JPurgunnah, Talooka and Village in the Estate of which he 
'has the management for the purpose of gaining information 
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MR. IMLACH’S REPLY. 


5. That, in ilie lOtli Par. the doleful picture of wretched* 
88 and misery to which the Jtyotts aic 8aid to be reduced 
d the consequent utter incapability of the Estate to yield 

a sum sufficient for the payment of the stipulated rent,. is 
rather too highly coloured ; and that the charge of evasion 
attempted to be fixed on your Petitioner, is not sufficiently 
grounded in fact, to affect your Petitioner seriously ; that 
your Petitioner will have occasion to exhibit proofs of the 
former in repl)ing to a subsequent portion of the Report^ 
and for proof of the latter, he has only to beg a referenda 
to his Urzee of the 12th August, addressed to the Offictfgw 
ting Collector ; whence it will be seen, that your Petitioner 
wus not altogether so very ignorant»of the real internal state 
of the Zumindarees in his charge, as either to consider 
a tour of inspection and enquiry through them necessary at 
the time or to accede to tiie demands of the Mootahid f 
upon their plausible genera! statements. 

6. That, in the 11th Par. your Petitioner is charged 
with “ not moving in the business for four months, at the 
“ expiration of which, with issuing the Pooneali Chiuies, or 
“ orders to his Moostqjirs to hold the usual festival at the 
** commencement of the collecting year, und within five days 
u of the holding of this festival, calling upon the Moolahid* 
“ to furnish him with accounts which will shew what each. 

ott requires as remission to keep him upon the tpot 
t‘ which he cultivates; that is detailed accounts of the 
* capability of the inhabitants of near one third of the whole 
“ district, which, if procurable at all, could not be furnished 
“ under six months That your Petitioner here begs leave 
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MR. READ’S ACCUSATION. 

on a point which so nearly concerned the welfare of the Estate 
entrusted to his charge—Instead however of taking any mea¬ 
sures he does not move in the business for a period of four 
months at the expiration of which he issifes the rooneah Chil¬ 
lies, or orders to his Moostajirs to hold the usual festival at 
the commencement of the collecting year; and within five 
days of the holding of this festival he calls upon the Mootahids 
to furnish him with accounts which will shew what each 
Ryott requires as remission to keep him upon the spot he cul¬ 
tivates t that is, detailed accounts of the capabilities of the 
inhabitants of near one third of the whole district, if 
procurable at all could not be furnished under six months. 
Mr . Imlach ought not to suppose that a large Salary of 700 
Rupees per mensem is given him for doing nothing, nor should 
he merely sit in his Ku teller ee as in a Court of Justice, and 
demand legal proof of every thing his Ryotts and Moostajira 
may tell him ; some little personal communication is advisable 
as it 1 b the anomaly is presented by a Surburakar in apparent 
ignorance of the state of his Ryolts ♦ 
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MIL IMLACH’S REPLY. 

to observe in reply, that, may not tbe Mootahids , consistently 
with common sense, be supposed to have collected, Md 
digested the requisite inforination, ere they ventured to stale 
any materia! loss, or demand any considerable remt8st<M t 
with any semblance of exactness, or the hope of obudsdeg 
consideration ? that, the calling for this account original, 
at the late hour so strongly pointed out in the report. In 
friendly conference, and apparently friendly advice of (hi 
Officiating Collector, and the Judge of the district; yetft 
has been converted into an official weapon of attack U(KM^ 
your Petitioner, and by the prevailing spirit of advocacy 
attempted to render it impressive by aRhetorical exagger** 
tion. Does the Officiating Collector really mean, that such 
an account must necessarily represent in detail, the capabili- 
ties of the Inhabitants of nearly one third of the whole dis¬ 
trict ? and does the Officiating Collector actually believe, that 
the whole of this imaginary division of his District, without 
exception, stand in need of participation in the solicited 
relief? whatever be the amount of the Officiating Collector’s 
actual knowledge, and belief with respect to the general state 
ofhis district at large, your Petitioner’s information regarding 
all the Estates entrusted to his management, enables him to 
state, and to prove to your Board in few words, that they at 
least are not involved m such general wretchedness and misery, 
a« are depicted in the Officiating Collector’s report: that, 
the Zumindarces of Soorjepore , SowsaBunbkag &c. and 
Kanthnagur &c. of which your Petitioner has tne manage- * 
ment, the first mentioned adjoining the Pergunnas of 
Futahpore , Singheea and Sreepore, arid other parts of thia 
Estate, and is situated alike on the borders of the Mornng ; 
the second is situated in the heart of the Estate, and the last 
to the South of it; that the Moostajirs and Hyotls of these 
three Zumindarces , have observed the same punctuality, and 
paid the same extent of rent in 1240 Moolkee, aa they 
did in 1239: and, that, the Estates of Puwakhafee, and 
Teens Kharda, and Dhappur , are likewise situated on the 
holders of the Morung mid are adjacent to the Mootahide 
farm, and are managed by their respective Zumindars ; yet 
there exists no complaint of any such dreadful wretchednesi 
and misery, and the running away of Ryolts from their 
Estates, or from the three Estates under your Petitioner’s 
{Jaiwv es «*• might be led to infer as being general from 
Mr. Officiating Collector Heads sweeping report.—-that 
^ Mootahids in 1299 Moolkee, paid the sum of Aupeet 
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3,84,000, and in 1240 Moolkee only the sum of Rupees 
3 ? *I6,000, and (he Estate is said by them to be incapable of 
yielding the stipulated rent,—although, if a correct account of 
the rent exacted by tl»e Mootahids (Zand G Patmer s Moos- 
tajirs Dnr Moos taj its , Katkeenadars &c. were furnished, 
it would exhibit a mofussil Collection of at least 50 per 
cent more that in reply to Mr. Officiating Collector 
Mead's observations, that “ Mr. Imlach ought not to tup* , 
il pose, that a large salary of 700 Rupees per mensem, Ml 
u given him for doing nothing;—nor should lie merely sit in 
<{ his Kutrharee , ns in a Court of J ustice, and demand legal^ 
** proof of every thing his Ryotts and Moostqjirs may tell 
“ him :—some little personal communication is advisable ; , 
“ as it is, the anomaly is presented of a Surburakar ill 
l< apparent ignorance of the state of his Ryotts." —Your 
Petitioner begs leave ‘ to state, that so far from presenting 
yn his own person the anomaly as described by Mr. Offi¬ 
ciating Collector Read 9 lie feels himself qualified by infor¬ 
mation, and prepared with proof, to deny the correctness 
of Mr. Read's general description, ns well of the prevalent 
distress, as of the real force mid extent of its causes ; that 
your Petitioner in carrying on the business of the Estate, 
has never dared to aflect or imitate the Jud<>e in his office ; 
but must certainly plead guilty to a wunt of latitude in big 
faith in not believing all that lias been alleged or represented 1 
in the Mootahids Jetter of the 16th Chite ; that, your Petitioner 
bas a right in denying that the Estate is on the brink of ruin, 
and hurrying on to dent rue lion ; that, as a proof, may your 
Petitioner be fiermitted to ask, that if,he had really erred, lit 
not moving about for 4 months, would the Guardian of the 
Minor, ami the Proprietors ( of whom one has subsequently 
become his Accuser, ) have remained quietly in their Houses, 
for the space of 4 months, without taking any notice of the 
Mootahids account of wretchedness and misery, and their 
consequent claim of remission and remuneration, if the Estate 
bad really been in danger ? Does not common sense forbid 
the belief that they would ? Your Petitioner begs leave here 
to state the real condition of some of the farms which the 
Mootahids hold :— it is affirmed by the people, and 
atly acknowledged by the Pulwarces , as well as otherwise 
pretty well known, that the oppressions and exactions of th6 
Mootahids , as well as their underfarmes 9 have reduced the 
Ryot Is to 'Poverty and Distress j that, the difficulty of 
obtaining redress for their greivanees is generally greater tha^ 
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IS. For what purpose Mr. Jmlach could hare required 
•uch papers at the period when it was necessary that all 
settlements with the culti vatois should have been made 
by the underfarmers and others, excepting it were for the pur* 
pUfeof postponing the settlement of the matter to on indefinite 
pdriO&ls altogether inexplicable.—If he were not satisfied with 
the accounts and papers laid before him ; if after making per* 
equal and local enquiries he still entertained any doubt qi the 
null Slate of afihirs, and had considered such accqupts neces¬ 
sary it Was his place fo have called for them as soon as possible 
alter the receipt of the Mootakids first application.—Even 
had they been laid, before him—it is qpt quite clear that tliey 
cohid have till own much light upon the subject supposing 
( and I know not that I am supposing apy thing other than 
the truth for 1 find it recotded) that the Ryotts hod been 
settled by the Mootakids and Dur Moostqjirs (acting in 
expectation of a settlement with their Landlord > on the on* 
derstanding that no ipoie than a certain sum should be de¬ 
manded fi om them : and that the aggregrate of the sums thus 
payable by the Rjfotts would not amount to, (he sum pay¬ 
able to the Swrhurakar by the Mootakids the nonfulfilme^it 
* a settlement with the Manager would naturally lead to a 
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die Ryotts could venture to encounter either in the Cixjl 
Courts or the Criminal; the notoriety of the paramount in flu- 
ence of the Mooiaftids, am^ under their protecting poW) the 
comparative safety of their immediate under farmes^ genoratfy 
proving a sufficient bar to the institution oL suits against them, 
on the purl of the suffering Ryotts a bar, which it is not in fo* 
power of a solitary individual like your Petitioner to remove* 
that if proofs of its existence be called for, and a proper 
investigation take place, your Petitioner will be found 
prepared to challenge the examination of the Foutdarea 
records, and to indicate the manifold sources of their influence 
inthe Civil Courts ?—that with reference to foe Salary of your 
petitioner, so bioadly hinted at by Mr. Officiating Collac* 
tor Read) he begs leave to observe, that when your 
Petitioner was appointed, 700 Rupees per mensem were 
not considered by the then Collector too much for the respon* 
sibility and the duties of die charge; that his Predecessor* 
never teceived less than 600 Rupees or moie than 700 Rupee* 
monthly; that this very subject was bi ought before the Com¬ 
missioner of Revenue in 18^9, and admitted ; and that die 
accounts of the Estates entiusied to Uh cure, exhibit die best 
pi oof, under whose management the Piopiietors have realized 
the greatest profit. * 

7. That the iffo Par, of the Officiating Collector**, 
report, winch deals in supposition , and pretends to be founded 
i nfact, needs not a lengthened notice at your Petitioner** 
hands t it confounds the time of settling with the cultivators 
with that of the commencement of dm season for reaping a*pf 
collecting,—calculates on settlements ajiepd to be made m the 
expectation of a settlement with the Landlords, and on foe 
understanding dial no more than a certain sum should he 
demanded from them, asserts the aggregate of the sums thus 
payable by the Ryotts to be short of the amount payable 
to the Sarburafcttr by die Mootqh\ds ; end tltence a* if fj§ t 
had been denting in fficta, deduces as consequences u foe 
nonftdfilflienl of a settlement,” and “ a breach of die upd#?' 
i( standing,”—and the question, then becoming not one of t$*i 
mission to the Ryott, but or excess to his Jumma, 
quences, which ate foe oflpring of a fertile 1 ^55 ^ 
enlisted into foe service in support of the cause of feSSSb * r ** 
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breach of this understanding and then the question would 
be not what a remission the llyott requires from Iris present 
jtmmia ; but what excess to his present jumma would he con* 
sent to give before deserting his present S ote f It appears to me 
that the calling for such accounts when the Estate would ap¬ 
pear to be hurrying to destruction involves an absurdity. 

JS. It is observable that throughout the whole of his 
correspondence Mr. lmlach makes no allusion to the Moosta * 
Jirs and JDurMoostqjirs. It is to be hoped that he has not 
any inclination to annihilate at once a most influential class 
of men scattered throughout these extensive possessions. 
These are persons intimately connected with the liyotls , have 
more influence, and control over them and can manage them 
infinitely better than could the Surbnrakar through the agency 
of his own Servants—Khass collections Mr. lmlach might 
"manage on a limited scale ; but the adoption of any such 
“System through four or five extensive Pergunnahs with (lie 
Proprietors pulling different ways he would find a yery differ* 
wot matter. 


14. From the studied manner in which Mr. Imlach has 
avoided all mention of the Moostajirs in his correspondence 
with the Mootahids I am led to suppose that he has so acted 
; ,*kh reference to the previsions of clause 2 section XVIII, 
^Regulation VIll, 1816 which authorizes a Eunrindarundec 
'certain restrictions to send a Sezawul and collect directly 
liteta the Cultivators.—This enactmen however does ho 
jlitore than allow a Zumindav to dosoornotat his option 
and is by no means imperative—a landed Proprietor might 
vend out a Sezawul or not as he thought fit incurring the 
'yipk of pecuniary loss but for a Surbnrakar it would be 
jaecemary to consult the benefit of the Proprietors for whom 
be wan-acting. A Manager is in the‘discharge of a delegated 
-trust and die exercise©? his discretion in the use or abuse 
that trust must be entirely at hit own responsibility. In 
.present Instance Mr. Imlach has himself recorded m 
letter to ihefflootahids of the 19th Sawan that the send¬ 
ing out Sezawul would be attended with considerable loss to 
the Mootahids as his Officers could net possibly collect so 
much as the Mootahids themselves. 
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8. That, in reply to the remark in the 13th Par. M thill 
„ it 18 observable, that throughout tire whole of this corres- 
“ pondence, Mr. Imlach makes no allusion to the Mod$tajif% 
u and Dur Moostajirs, &c.” 

Your Petitioner has to state, that with the Moostajirjt 
and Dur Moostajirs of the Moo (a bids he has no business 
or concern, and cnnnot in any way interfere in the arrange* 
nrent subsisting between tbem and the Mootahids , without 
rendering himself liable for the consequences; that these 
Moostajirs and Dur Moostajirs being beyond the control 
and reach of the Surburakar , it is not possible for yoifi Peti¬ 
tioner to conceive how he can at once annihilate them; that 
in the management of Farms, a Surburakar must be guided 
hy the existing Regulations, and according to them Moos* 
tajirs and Dur Moostajirs must always stand or fall with 
the Mootahids . 

9. That, the matter so strongly set forth in the 14lh Par. 
of Mr. Olliciating Collector fiend's report, is not only 
irrelevant as regards the case submitted to him, bat the 
letter of your Petitioner bearing date 19th Saw an , by meant 
of quotations of a line or two from different parts, regardless 0 f 
the contest, has been made to bear a construction to his oWh 
liking and thus converted into a handle for finding fault 
with your Petitioner: your Petiiionev begs leave to state, 
that, the Mootahids were served with Notice on the"84tn 
July that the 22 d Sawait (Monday 5tli Am ist ) had been 
fixed on for the celebration of the festival ofthe PoonccaH J 
that they replied on the same day, that unless the vemiaUdU 
solicited by them were granted by the day fixed for thif 
Pooneeah u how could they make the Poonecah ; ** that 
their answer was immediately forwarded to the Proprietors 5 
that, on the 30th July your Petitioner wrote to the MooUskids % 
requesting they would give him a direct answer, whether they 
would or would not make the Pooneeah. y that oil hearing 
from the MootahidOhat they would, your Petitioner on the 
19th of Sawan addressed them a letter, which has been quo* 
ted under a perversion, and stated to them thist they next 
taken a wise and prudent resolution because their refusal to 
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. I submit that it would be as Well for Mr. Imiach to con¬ 
sider from whence and in what period the losses so incurred 
could be made good to him and *wbat would be the ultimate 
e ** cct8 this K.bass collecting system on the general condition 
of the Estate.~~He may indeed collect the amount of a Rist 
or two by bringing a regular suit against the Securities tor 
the purpose of having their real Property sold for the Messrs. 
Palmers themselves are not generally considered men of Pro¬ 
perty but in tire mean time what is to become of the Zumindaree 
and even the institution of Law proceedings with a view to 
the realization of any part of the arrears from the sale of the 
Securities Property would not in all probability be produc¬ 
tive of any benefit to the general Estate. 

The A/ootahids would naturally endeavour to protect 
their Securities'and thus would be produced that same system 
of rack rent which it should be the main object of the Snr- 
burakar to prevent. 


IS. Mr. Imiach in his letter to the Mootahids of the 
&th Sawan talk? about the institution of a summary suit 
ind sending out Sezawuls to collect both of which measures 
te has strictly speaking the power to adopt though it may be 
loubtful whether their adoption would be advisable; under 
he possibility that Ijnaay have fallen into any misapprehension 
f ine spirit and intent of the Rugulalions enacted for the 
guidance of Proprietors in the collection of rents I am in- 
toctid to dwell a moment longer upon this point so that in 
|e event of my being in error I may .be corrected before 
(bring my advice to the Surburakar j the provisions of Sec* 


If 
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puke the JP oaneeah, would have compelled your Petitioner, 
in order to enable him to carry on the collections, first to 
institute a summary suit agayist them, and then to send out 
jSexavcfth / that your Petitioner, in this place, entreats the 
consideration of the Board, whether Mr. Officiating Collector 
Read is borne out in the construction which he has though^ 
proper to giye your Petitioner's letter, and the animus 4 
with which ne would represent him to be acting towards th4 
Mootabids ? that though your Petitioner never touched upon 
the subject of the mortgaging Securities, or the Property of tW 
Mootabids , Mr. Officiating Collector Read, has conceived ty 

P ecessary, for purposes not clearly comprehensible to your 
'etitioner to discant upon both in his letter, and to pronounce 
the Mootabids upon general repot t not to be men of property ; 
it may not be amiss to state in this place, that when the Messrs, 
Palmers were about to retake the Farm, they made out ai| 
Inventory of their Elephants, Houses, Boats, Silver Plate &c. 
to the amount of 50,000 Rupees ; that in continuation of his 
reply to the 14th Par. your Petitioner begs leave to observe 
that, if the Mootabids had persisted in not making the JPoo- 
jieeah , your Petitioner could not, by letting the collections 
Cease, have allowed the Estate to be put up to the hammer ; 
)but that it would have been his duty to act forthwith as he 
gave the Mootabids clearly to understand that, under these 
circumstances to keep pondering as to whence, and at what 
peiiod, the losses would be made good would have savoured 
more of insanity than of wisdom; that, in adverting to the 
ay stem of rack rent at the close of this paragraph, Mr. Offi¬ 
ciating Collector Read seems entirely to forget, that the refu¬ 
sal of the Mootabids to make tbe Pooneean would of itself 
have rendered them powerless by depriving them of the meanf 
of collecting. 

IQ. That Par. 15th after what your Petitioner has stated 
above, needs no reply, and Par. 16th also, being a m$rg 
preamble, requires no comment at his hands. 
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don XVIII Regulation VIII 1819 were enacted in explana¬ 
tion and modification of the rules of Section XV. Regulation 
VII 1799. This latter enactment is entitled a Regulation 
fbr enabling proprietors and funnel's of land to realize their 
rents with greater punctuality. Now in the preamble of Re¬ 
gulation VIII 1819 are the following words. 

K It has been deemed advisable to explain and modify 
tome of the existing rules for the Collection of rents with a 
'view to render them more efficacious than at present as well 
as to provide against sundry means of evasion now resorted 
to by defaulters.’* 

From the foregoing it appears that the general and main 
* object of the Regulations regarding rents is to enable landed 
proprietors to collect them punctually so that they tnay have 
/ ft in their power to pay up the Government Revenue without 
default, it also became necessary to vest proprietors with au¬ 
thority to cuncel all intermediate tenures between themselves 
and the cultivators to protect them against frauds which were 
practised upon them not unfrequently; for instance a proprie- 
. for gave a farm, say at 50,000 Rupees per annum fbr a term 
Of years, the Mooslajir let it out to a Uur Moostqjir in reality 
at 55,000 Rupees receiving 25,000 out of it by cash or bond 
payment and inserting in the Pottah and Kubooliut only 
80,000, at the end of the year, the Mooslajir wilfully defaults, 
; the proprietor annuls his lease and iiuds himself compelled to 
collect From a man who holds a Pottah at 80,000 being consi¬ 
derably less than he had let it out for. 

This modfe of proceeding would of course shortly ruin an 
jSstate and the recurrence ot such frauds was provided against 

the regulation enacted in 1819.—This rule does not by any 
jtttans require of necessity a Surburakar to send out Sesawuis 
on arrears appearing due. 

It becomes his duty to act in such a manner as to collect 
Rie utmost he can either directly or through the farmers from 
the cultivators without impoverishing the Estate, and 1 conceive 
it would be no excuse or defence for a manager to lay his finger 
on a couple of lines of any Regulation and urge that he was 
only exercising a legal authority when in the exercise of that 
authority he was employing the most efficacious means for 
Ringing the Estate under his management to the hammer, 
ft, 16. It is now necessary to advert to the particular cir¬ 
cumstances under which a remission is prayed for, and in so 
Coing I must refer not only to the papers which Mr. Jmiach 
has sent; but also to the general stale oi the district and particu- 
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larly of some of the Pergunnahs fanned by the Messrs. Palmers 
which is notorious as also to those causes which have operated 
to create the present existing distress among the Ryotts , and 
agricultural community generally 

17. From the last Juinma Was si 11 Baukee account of the 
farms for the past year sent by Mr. Imlach and furnished to 
him by the Mootahids it appears that the Juinma payable to 
the Surburakar amounts to Rupees 3,70,328.15.10, and that 
the total Dehattee and Moostajiiee jumma amounts to Rupees 
4,05,519.9.3, of which the sum of 3,59,300. 4. 2, has been 
collected leaving a balance of 46,219. 8. 18. 2 due to the 
Mootahids .—Of this sum it is stated that 24,000 Rupees are a 
mere nominal Jumma, the Jumma payable to the Mootahids 
being entered in me account according to the amount payable 
to them in the preceding year of 1239 Mootkee , in which they 
also held the farm : but of which a sum of Rupees 24,000 is 
altogether irrecoverable, the Ryotts having left their Jotes,and 
from which consequently *no returns have been made. This 
would reduce the amount actually settled for to (in round 
numbeis ) Rupees 3,81,500 of the balance in the hands of the 
Moostajirs it is expected that very little will be realized : and 
it is fui ther stated that if any demands for arrears be now 
made by the Mootahids , it will be the signal for exactions 
upon the Ryotts, and a spur to promote the progressive depo* 
pulation of the Estate. 
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11. That, in the 17th Par. it is stated by the Officiating 
Collector, that in 1240 Moolkee a Balance of 46,219 Rupees 
8 Annas 18J Gundahs was due to the Mootahids ; and of thit 
sum 24,000 Rupees are a mere nominal Jumma, altogether- 
irrecoverable; that, your Petitioner here begs leave to observtf 
that this statement of the Officiating Collectors, is not supM^ 
ported either by the Mootahids letter of the 16th Chile, by 
their Jumma Wassil Bakee of the 9th Chite, or by that br ttfe 
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the two Jumma Wassil Bakees exhibit live sum of Three Ladf 
forty-one Thousand, two hundred and fifty-nine Rupees, as 
settled with Moostajirs under the new lease, and sixtj^foflr 
Thousand, two Hundred and sixty Rupees as the amount Of 
Khass Mahals j in which, the Mootahids write in their above 
mentioned letter that they had fbrgiven three, four, and live annfes 
jn the Rupee to the Ryotts, in their former rent> and do not Say, 
that in 1240 Moolkee they had remitted one Rupee to the 
Moostajirs or Ryotts from the Jumma either had stipulated 
to pay from that year ; —that here your Petitioner begs leads ' 
to observe, that the Mootahids Dehatee Jumma of 1239 Moolklfd 
was considerably more ; and it is worthy of notice, that tfife 
Jumma Wassil Bakee of 9th Chite exhibits an arrear of Rupees 
Twenty-eight Thousand and five Hundred, and that of the 
15th Sawun Rupees Twenty-three Thousand nine Hundred 
and Seventy in the Khass Mahals: and that it is stated by 
the Mootahids in their letter of the 16th Chite, that they had, 
to such Ryotts as were unable to pay, forgiven half of their 
arrears, and for the other half, had taken agreements fromlheitr 
to pay in the following yearst that it is worthy of remark, 
that the half of the aforesaid amount of arrear, viz. Twenty* 
bight Thousand and five Hundred Rupees, amounts to 
Fourteen Thousand two Hundred and Fifty Rupees,: now, 
by what means the Officiating Collector discovered the ambufli 
of irrecoverable Jumma to be Twenty-four Thousand Rupees, 
the papers and accounts sent to your Petitioner and by hint 
forwarded to bis superior, do not shew ; and his fancied sutn 
of Twenty tfour Thousand Rupees cannot be allowed to stand 
good in the way of making the Mootahids Dehatee Jumma 
appear Three Lacs, Eighty -one Thousand, and five Hundred 
only»—that this Paragraph closes with slating as from the 
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18 . The Messrs. Palmers have submitted certain state* 
merits with their Urzee of the 10th August. 

Fiom 6t&tenant No. 4 it appears tnatthe expences of col¬ 
lection aie about Rupees 15,000. 

This would make the sum total payable by the Mootahids 
including Jumma and costs of collection equal to (in round 
tfiutubet’H ) 5,85,300 to meet which have been collected Rupees 
'3,50.300 inflicting an actual loss upon the Mootahids of Rupees 
$0,000. Under the head of remarks in statement No. 2. sub- 
wmitted by the Messrs. Palmers it is noted opposite to this farm 
<that 14£ annas in the Rupee have been paid up. This would 
^amount to Rupees 3,30,000 to which if the costs of collection 
be added would give a total actually expended of Rupees 
*$,51,000 leaving in the hands of the Mootahids a sum of be¬ 
tween 8 and 9 thousand Rupees to meet a demand of near 
35,000 still due by them to the Surburakar. It would appear 
that the amount in the hands of the Mootahids has not been 
paid up in the hope of their being allowed to execute an In- 
Vtalment bond for a lftilf anna portion of the arrear which 
<tyould ’enable them to carry the balance in hand to the 
payment of the icnts for the present year, much of which there 
is very little hope of collecting just at present. 

The loss incurred by the Mootahids of Rupees 26,000 
as appears from these accounts is certainly very heavy ; and 
if they have done all in their power to guard against it and 
ate the victims of circumstances over which they could have 
had do control, their case is certainly deserving of every 
consideration. 

19. The question suggests itself are the accounts sub- 
„ "milted correct 1 their correctness has not been disputed : and 

it appears properly so, for the papers certainly shew that 
the Mootahids are not merely seeking their own advantage} 
but are willing to do all they can tor the Estate if only 
^ported by the Proprietors and Surburakar ♦ 
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Motahids that of the balance in the hands of the moostqjirs it 
is expected that very little vail be realized, ” and “that if any 
demands, for ai rears be now made, it will be the signal for 
exactions upon the rt/otti , and a spur to promote the pro^re#* 
give depopulation of the estate ":—your Petitioner cma 
permission to observe, that notwithstanding all this, and tbfi 
additional declaration of the Mootahids , that “ not more thfril 
10 or 12,000 rupees could be realized,’ 1 they have contrived 
to squeeze 33,000 rupees out of these very poor ryotts and 
moostqjirs, * 

12. That, par. 18th of Mr. Officiating Collector Reftd*! 
report refora to an urzee and statement of the mootahids^ which, 
have been withheld from your Petitioner t —that in. this para* 
graph, the Officiating Collector makes out the amount total, 
payable by the Mootahids to be 3,85,300 rupees, to meet 
which it is stated they have collected 3,59,300, under an actual 
los9 of 26,000 rupees. May your Petitioner here be permitted 
to ask, to what account in the Officiating Collectors' opinion, 
is the sum of 14,000 rupees, the arrears of 1240 moolkee , for 
which the Mootahids have taken agreements from the ryotti 
to Jpay by instalments, to be carried ?—To what account, 
does lie think, are the arrears due to the Mootahids by the 
moottajirs for 1240 moolkee , amounting to 22,300 rupees, 4# 
be placed ?—Does the Officiating Collector really consider the 
amount of the collections, or the result of an unfavourable 
year, a true criterion to judge by, of the final out-turn of a 
Farm for five years ? Your Petitioner forbears commenting on 
the conclusion which is attempted to be drawn at the end of 
this paragraph from premises which at the very first sit off are 
laid down with an If 


13. That in regard to the 19th par. on the correctness of 
the accounts furnished by the Mootahids^ your Petitioner b@gn 
to observe, that they are accounts between the Mootahids and 
their moostqjirs and their ryotts of khass - muhals , who 

* See Appendix A. and B* Column of balance due frofli moostqjesn 
and khas-mubaU, 
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SO. Mr. Imlseh, indeed in his letter to the Maotahids of 
the 16th sawan as likewise in both his ttrzecs to me, says that 
the Mootahids are seeking their own advantage and care no* 
thing for him or the estate. In proof of this lie refers merely 
to two columns of th ejttmma was si l banket statement from 
which he says it is apparent that the amount payable to him 
being 8,70,000 rupees and the dchattec and. moostajirre 
Jmmma equal to 4,05,000 there would appear to be a profit 
of 35,000 rupees, and even admitting that 24,000 rupees 
constituted a merely nominal jvmtna still there would be a 
surplus of about II or 12,000 rupees. Mr 1 mlack does not 
go farther and refer to the statement of collections, nor does he 
make any reference to the state of the farms as far as respects 
the farmers and ryotts. He entirely overlooks the circum¬ 
stance that is next to impossible to collect every fraction in 
so extensive a farm, nor does he reflect that were every frac¬ 
tion of the amount actually settled for, 3,81,000 ( rupees ) to 
lie collected the whole of his surplus would be more than 
(absorbed by the costs of collection at the rate of 3 per cent. 
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alone are sufficiently acquainted with them to check them; 
that as far as your Petitioner is personally concerned, he res* 
pec tfully submits to the Board’s decision, whether hi has not, 
as Surburakar , afforded the Mootahidi all legitimate 
support. 

14. That, in the 90th Par. of this report, Mr. Officiating 
Collector Head sets forth, that “ Mr. Imtach indeed mys^|balF 
“ the'Mootahidt ate seeking their own advantage, andMcmrir 
** nothing for him or the Estate ’*-*-your Petitioner Dags leayertfr 
add, that, he still adheres to the same opinion; that, if suehhadf 
not been their object, they would not, till within twenty <Sajjm 
of the Government Sawun Kist's becoming doe, have Jbnt 
secret their threat, ( for your Petitioner cannot call it theta 
disinterested purpose, ) if not making the Pooneeah unieit 1 
their demand were granted, bat would have at once, avowed 
their intention, at the very time they first applied for remission 
and remuneration, and thus placed the Proprietors mid yoiur 
Petitioner upon the same gruuitd with themselves, and left 
them room to operate with advantage : that, in reply to the 
remainder of this Paragraph, your Petitioner beg* leave to 
state, that the arrears in 1940 moolkee of the Neighbouring 
Estates of Sooijapore,of which the Dehattee Jumma exceeds four 
Lacs, and the arrears of smaller Estates Sowsa Bunbhag, fet 
and Kanthhnugur, Sic. all three of which are under your 
Petitioner’s management, do not exceed the arrears of 12$9 
Moolkee ,—this being the year in which the Mootahidi paid 
Three Lacs and Eighty-four Thousand Rupees from their 

E resent Farm, whereas in 1240 Moolkee they paid only Three 
>acs and Thirty-six Thousand Rupees, and their defalcation, 
as welt as the alleged state of some of their farms, are matters 
of some little surprise: that the Mootahids , as well as the 
Officiating Collector, have laid some stress on the shortness of 
the Paddy Crop produced in Purgunnas Futehpore Singheea, 
and Sreepore, being scarcely sufficient for the subsistence os 
the Hyotts ; and that it has pleased the Officiating Collector,* 
tQ attach blame to your Petitioner for pot particularly noticing 
die collections of such an year as is described abovlt, Httle 
thinking, perhaps blinded by friendship, that the. MomuMd if 
have attempted to make out a case from the partial consid* 
ention of one. unfiirourable season for remission in 
stipulated rent for 4 years to come: that, they ought not to 
have looked upon the Proprietors, or your Petitioner, to be jo 
thordightedi as not tccalculate on<the chances of the seasons 
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$1. But the most complete answer to this accusation of 
Jmlach's is given by the Mcotahids themselves. If the 
' mission be not granted under the belief that the Mootakids 
i|re urging the point merely to advantage themselves, they offer 
to collect for the Zumindars for the Whole period of the farm 
|4yeare remaining) for nothing and are ready to bind themselves 
to pay to the Surburakar every traction they collect after dis¬ 
charging the Costs of collection all profits to go to the Zu* 
mindars and all losses to be borne by them. * If tnie will not do 
gild the Surburakar thinks he can make more by taking the 
management into his own hands than by granting a remission 
die Mootakids express their readiness to cancel the lease* 
Ibis at least has the appearance of honesty. ' 


$ 

$8 Nor hate the Moolahid* in any way exaggerated the 
{fetched state of the JRvotts. It is a notorious fact that the di- 
net distress has been felt through a great portion of the district 
during the past year, and that a partial famine owing to the 
W$ua» ot the rice crop has raged in parts of it, especially in 
tjara of the Purgtmnahs farmed by the Messrs. Palmers. 

,4t is equally notorious th$t parents have been found offi ping 
Mr children for sale, only to enable them to buy a littlefopd. 
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in the above mentioned apace of time, in the consideration of 
their unreasonable demand: that, as an instance of change for 
the better, the present year hhs produced such an abundant 
paddy ciop as has not for years back been witnessed in this 
district, and the prices also are higher than usual; so that this 
year alone bids fair to compensate for the badness of the par* * 
tial one complained of by the Mootahids and Mr. Officiating^ 
Collector Head ; that, you* Petitioner here begs leave to 
observe, that the Officiating Collector in stating the actual 
jumma settled for to be 3,81,000 rupees, is labouring under a 
mistake, and that, ifhe be not already aware of it, he will find 
on examination, that the sum of 24,000 rupees fixed and de¬ 
manded by them by way of remission and remuneration, as being. 
alike sufficient and necessary for the removal of the alleged*" 
prevalent wretchedness and misery, has been deducted from 
their dehattec jumma * of 4,05,000 rupees, and thus leaves 
3,81,000 rupees, the mistaken amount set forth by the Officiat¬ 
ing Collector. 

15 That, your Petitioner regrets the necessity of com¬ 
menting in plain terms on the 21st. par. of Mr. Officiating' 
Collector Read’s report, in which, in addition to his other 
exertions in their defence, he is pleased to laydown this 
dictum : “ But the most complete answer to this accusation of 

Mr. Imlach” (of the Moolahias seeking their own advantage) 
“is given by the Mootahids themselves.” i. e. if the remis* 
sion be not granted, they are ready alike either to collect for< 
the remaining four years for nothing at all, offering to pay tho 
Surburakar every fraction after discharging the costs of collec¬ 
tion, all profits and losses being borne by the zumindars , or to' 
cancel the lease ; and this plausible attempt, in the expecta¬ 
tion of obtaining their demand, or in failure thereof, to get rid 
of the lease, is so strongly adduced as a proof of honesty : oil 
this point your Petitioner forbears making farther comment. 

16 That, in replying to the 22d. par. of Mr. 
Officiating Collector Head’s report, your Petitioner begs 
first to call the attention of the Board to the general causes 
of the general distress set forth by the Officiating Collec¬ 
tor, and then to state for their consideration, that althoi 
the Mootahids hold farms to the amount of 7,36,500 rupees 
per annum, yet, they talk not of distress, nor solicit remis¬ 
sion, in zilla Gondwara, sit la Bhawaneepore, zillit' 
Beernugur, zilla Nuthpore, talooks Allabarie and 
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Other causes have also contributed to the distress. Amongst 
these may be enumerated the stoppage of payments of large 
Sums of money ( amounting to some Lacs of rupees annually > 
in the way of indigo advances, the circulation of this money 
doubtless materially assisted the ryotts , and bettered their con* 
dition ; again the breaking up of the grain-merchants, esta- 
' blishments to the north and east of the district in the vicinity 

S f the Mahanudda and other rivers has materially narrowed 
le market for the sale of agricultural productions : and the 
System recently adopted in the Morung of granting lands free 
Of rent for a long period to persons who will clear and cultivate 
them has caused a tendency to emigration and the utter deser - 
t t!on of numerous villages on the frontier, and in the directions 
(Ofsome of the farms held by the applicants. A sufficient 
counteracting inducement must now be held out to the ryotts 
to remain, or the estate in that quarter will soon be a perfect 
waste. 

But the distress is not confined merely to this district, it 
has been general throughout Bengal (1 believe 1 should not 
fell far short if I were to say the whole of India ) and it cannot 
bo a matter of wonder that the agricultural interest in com¬ 
mon with every other should have suffered a severe shock, 
from which it may not speedily recover. 

In thisdistiict I may safely affirm that with the exception 
of the Huvellee estate in which these extensive farms are held 
Jby the Messrs. Palmer, not a Zumindar , has been enabled 
to collect above 14 annas in the rupee of his rents for the past 
J'eaip. The foregoing circumstances I have mentioned as they 
aOre notorious, and bear considerably upon the subject under 
consideration. 
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Gehoomo, all these farms being situated adjacently to tt»l 
estate, and two oft hem close it o thefrontier: that your Petitioner 
would now solicit the Board's attention to the partial causet» 
whose sphere of local influence has been limited ; that the 
breaking up of the grain-merchant's establishments, and the 
system of granting lands free of rent, fora long peiiod.fO 
persons who will clear and cultivate them, appear to vour PajjtV 
titioner to be most deserving of notice; that your Petitioner 
begs leave to state, that the grain-merchants 4 establishment!! 
were broken up in 1238 moolkee , and have affected alike the 
agricultural produce of the country in the vicinity of the frOstlr ' 
tier, as well in the Morung, as out of the Morung, perhaps 
more the produce of the Morung-than the produce of this 
district : that accmding to the report of the Officiating 
lector the system of granting lands rent-free has caused a 
tendency to emigration, and the utter desertion of numerous 
villages on the frontier and in the direction of some of the 
farms held by the Mootahids : that your Petitioner begs to - 
state in reply, that the extent of generul emigration from this 
district is not altogether free from exaggeiation ; that, your. 
Petitioner feels embolden by his personal information t# 
challenge an examination into it along the line of the frontlet' 
in the neighbouring estates of Ranga|>ance, S tee pore, Soof* 
japore, Puwakhallee, Futnpore Singneea, Teerakharda, Natfre 
pore and Dlitipper, and makes no hesitation in adding, thjfc 
the measure of emigration to and from the Morung in regai^l 
to the above mentioned estates, will in general be (bund to bp 
pretty nearly equal; and that in whatever parts of any of those 
estates the tendency to emigration to the Morung as well as 
to the neighbouring estates, shall be* found to prevail to 
any extent, the causes of it will almost invariably be traced to 
internal tyranny and oppression, flight from which is now geite 
crally considered preferable to the tedious and comparatively 
fruitless search after remedy or redress * : that, before coni* 
eluding his answer to the 22d par. of the report, your Petit** 
oner begs leave to draw the attention of the Board to that part 
of the Mootahids' letter of the 16th Chite, in which a partial 
failure of the paddy crop in 1240 moolkees in the Morung also 
is noticed by the Mootahids : and begs to stale for the in forma* 
tion of the Board, that it is well known to the inhabitants of ih# 
northern parts of this district, that the Morung is unequal to the 
support of any great influx of emigrants, from whom no sort of 
advantage is to be derived to the estate for any length of 
time ; that your Petitioner farther begs permission to state, 
that in 1240 moolkee , from the neighbouring estate of 
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23. There are some other facts which the Moolahid* 
have urged in favor of their application, being indulgently 
received. From the statement No. I. submitted witli their 
Ursee of the 10th August, it appears that since their residence 
in Purneah the Messrs. Palmer have held farms in this 
district to the amount of upwards of 15 lachs of rupees ; state¬ 
ment No. 2, shews that they at present hold farms to the 
amount of 7,30.500 annually. The total amount already 
'paid as per both these statements exceeds 55 lacs of rupees ; 
and that this is the first time any balance has appeared against 
them (l mean of course any actual balance, and do not refer 
to the delay of a few days in the payments of kists ) of the 
■above-large sum no less than 28£ lachs have been paid to the 
Huvellee estate. This at least shews that the htoolahids are 
wood Managers and honest men and not likely to urge any 
frivolous excuses for non-payment of their rents ; an impres¬ 
sion which is farther strengthened by the offers they have 
tnade of working for the zumindars and throwing up the 
farms as more particularly alluded to in paragraph 21st. 

* f 24. Mr. Imlacli indeed in his urzee of the 12th August, 
'-States that the Mootahids during the period of their last lease 
applied for, and obtained under the instructions of the Collec- 
remission to the extent of7,000 some hundreds of rupees. 
VJwte referred to these papers and find that that amount was 
elated to by the Mootahids, butunder very different c\p* 
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Sorjapore, situated on the frontier, your Petitioner's collec¬ 
tions have been much the ^tineas in 1239 moolkec , yet no 
emigration or desertion has there taken place : that with 
reference to that part of Mr. Officiating Collector Read's 
report, in which it is set forth u that with the exception of the 
Huvellee estate, in which these extensive farms are held by 
the Mootahids , not a Zumindar has been enabled to collect 
above fourteen annas in the rupee of his rents for the past 
year,” Your Petitioner begs to observe, that the estate* 
•ofSowsa, Bunbhag &c. yielded as much in 1240 as in 1239,' 
proof of which was in the Collector’s office previous to the 
date of this report; that Istimrar Kanth Nagur &c. khirajeo 
and lakhirajee realized more the past year than in 1239, that 
a part of pergunna Tajpore which came into the Court *of 
Wards last year, and the Moofuslee Jumma of which is about 
50,000 rupees yielded the full amount of the Jumma within 
3, or 4,000 rupees the last year, ns well as in 1239 : that in zillas 
Gondwara, Bhawaneepore, and Beerngur, a considerably 
greater amount was collected the past year, than in the one 
preceding it, by Messrs C. & G. Palmer. 

17. That in reptying to the Officiating Collector’s 23d? 
par. where it is set forth, (< that the Mootahids are good ma« 
“ nagers and honest men, and not likely to urge any frivolous 
<c excuses for non-payment of rent” your Petitioner begs leave 
to inform ihe Board, that on account of 1257 fuslee, these 
Mootahids claimed, and managed to obtain from Maha Hqjdh 
Chutter Sing a remittance of some 10 or 12,000 rupees, 
although a very handsome prolit had remained to them after 
paying the stipulated amount. 

IB. That in bringing the contents of the 24th. par. to 
the notice of the Board, your Petitioner regrets the necessity 
in which he so often finds himself placed by Mr. Officiating 
Collector Read’s report, to point out any thing like mistakes, 
or accidental mis-statements in matters which he has had . to 
represent with reference to the Mootahids ; that your Petitioner 
here begs leave to inform the Board, that the Mootahids did 
'Claim a remission of 15,489rupees per annum, or 77, 445rupees 
in the course of the term of their last lease; that, youf Peuti- 
■ oner, considering their application in most of its items frivolous 
.and inadmissible, returned it to them to be amended, and the 
-Mootahids immediately reduced their chum- to 7,588 .rupees 
per annum, or 87,940 rupees during the term of their lease; 
.that if, JVlr. Officiating Collector Read had himself .taken the 
trouble carefully to examine the requisite papers ’ere he put 
his signature to the report, he would have found that the 
Mootahids had in fact paid only two Fuojdaree Oak runners at 

T\ I « • 1 __J * — fVd .. .... — a 
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nunstances : pan of it was on account of dawk runners few 
the bye roads which is generally considered a Zumindaree 
expense. The runners were paid by the Mootahids and a 
deduction from their rents equivalent to the amount so paid 
on account of the Zumindars was requested. Here at least 
there was no remission, the amount having been actually paid 
by- the Moolahids, The remainder of the sum objected to was 
on account of the rents of certain lands included in the pot- 
tab of the Mootahids , but of which the Surbarakar was not 
able to give them possession, the lands being in the possession 
of other persons ; the Collector gave it as his opinion that the 
Surbarakar could not demand the rents of lands of which he 
could not give his farmer possession, and advised him that in 
the first instance he must sue for recovery of them. I submit 
that there is but little similarity or analogy in the foregoing 
to the case under consideration. 


25. There is another circumstance deserving of notice in 
the papers submitted; and which shews the evil of not having 
any fixed purgurnah rates. The jumma of one of the pur~ 
gunnah's (Sooitanpore ) now farmed by the Messrs. Pal¬ 
mer was held by him formerly (as per statement No. 1,) at 
rupees 44,000 per annum he now pays for it rupees 61,500 
being an increase of nearly 50 per cent. This progressive 
incrqpse must have a stop somewhere; and if it be carried 
tgLtho'great a length will injure the property moBt seriously, 
it has already done so to a considerable degree ts clear 
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Me rest being Military guides, who are to be paid by the 
Military agreeably to the orders of Government and dp no* 
constitute a Zumindaree cpcpence ; that nevertheless, the 
then Acting Collector (the present Judge of the District^ 
allowed their claim ; that with reference to Mr. Officiating 
Collector Head's statement of die Mootahids having paid tlfese 
runners, your Petitioner begs leave to observe, that these 
Military guides and the Under Farmers complained to you* 
Petitioner that the Mootafiids flid not pat/ them; and that ty 
this remission, granted by his Superior, your Petitioner although 
considering it inadmissible, could not presume to object, but 
left it to the option of the Zumindars to recover the am punt 
from the Mootahids by gleans of a regular suit: that in tjbif 
Paragraph, again; Mr. Officiating .Collector Read, owing 
perhaps to Ins not having personally examined the necssary 
documents, labours under another accidental misstatement m 
his representation to the Commissioner, that u the .remainder 
“ of tne sum objected to was on account of rents of cer* 
u tain lands included in the Pottah of the Mootahids, but of 
“ which the Surburakar was not able to give .them posses* 
11 sion ” as the Pottah of the Mootahids will prove all rent free 
lands, and lands not i,n possession, being excluded from the 
settlement, that in consequence, die claim for remission, 
advanced by Mr. jR. Perry , a Moostajir was not allowed ; 
whilst a different qrder was passed on the Mootahids claim 
although with theexception oif 72 Rupees being the Fuojdaree 
Duwkrunners pay Two Hundred and Seventy three Rupees 
and four annas, rents op pertain Orchards of whic|i the 
produce had been sold by the Surburakar , aqd about Fifty 
Rupees paid by a Malgoosyr into the Knork Kucheree, the 
remainder of the Mootahids claim .beingcontrary to the terms 
of the existing contract between the Mootahids and the Sur- 
burakur , was, in the humble opinion of your Petitioner, 
utterly inadmissible. 

19. That, the 25 Par. of Mr- 0 ffici ating, Collector Read’s 
report, regarding the seriops evil of not having any fixed Per* 
gtinna rate? ,gnd the inference so plainly attempted to be 
drawn from it in favour of t the Mootahids , and against your. 
Petitioner, merits the particular notice of your Board j thpt, 
in reply, your Petitioner begs to submit for the information 
of the Board, that on account of Pergunna Sooltanpore, 
once farmed by the Mootahids at Forty four thousand 
Rupees, the amount payable to Government is Forty nine 
thousand five Hundred and Eighty Seven Rupees and five 
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fend it is now essential to the benefit of the Estate that the 
Zumindars should forego part of their present income for 
the purpose of promoting their 'own ultimate advantage 
It may also be here observed that the Messrs. Palmers hold in 
form another Pergunnah 'that of Nathpore from the same 
Surburakar , at an annual Juinma of Rupees 48,000. These 
Zumindars have very extensive property besides the Per* 
gunnahs farmed by the Messrs. Palmers ; all of which is 
under the management of Mr. Jmlach. Now the unnual sum 
payable and actually paid by the Messrs. Palmers, during the 
past years, notwithstanding the arrears, considerably exceeds 
the Sudder Jumma payable to Government on the whole of 
the property of these Zumindars; thus leaving the rents of 
the rest of the extensive property exclusive of that farmed by 
the Messrs. Palmers , as so much clear profit to the Proprietors. 
I would submit that Mr. Imlach , should pause before he 
proceeds to get rid of or ruin such Farmers as these. 

26th. It may be asked why did the Messrs. Palmers 
consent to take the farms at such rates l 


To this it may be fairly answered that they certainly did 
not pay sufficient attention to certain indications which would 
have told them that a fall in rents might naturally be expected; 
but it was impossible that they could have foreseen the failure 
of the Crops, and the famine which followed; or have been 
prepared more than others for that general distress which has 
prevailed every where. 

27th. The foregoing are considerations which under any cir¬ 
cumstances I should have thought it my duty to offer for your 
deliberation; but they derive considerable force from the fact 
of the Proprietor of 8 Anna share of the Estate having con¬ 
sented to a remission to the extent of one Anna, or one six¬ 
teenth of the whole Jumma for the entire period of the farm, as 
appears from his letter to Mr. Imlach's address dated the 16th 
Sawun. Rajah Bejai Govind Singh says that the account of 
die farms given by the Mootahids is correct and that his con¬ 
tent to the remission is freely given in order that the Ryotts 
may be enabled to cultivate his lands to the improvement of 
bis Estate rather than be driven from it by a rack renting 


process. 
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annas par annum, and that immediately previous to the 
Mootahids obtaining the lease on the above mentioned Juirima 
Baboo s Rampurshad and% Sudasookh held it at an annual 
rent of61,600 Rupees (Sixty one thousand and five Hundred) 
bo that the Messrs . Palmers then got the Farm of it at a 
decrease of nearly 50 per Cent, and now only pay the original 
Jununa of Sixty one Thousand five Hundred Rupees, with* 
out any progressive increase of Pergunna rates whatever s that 
our Petitioner in concluding his reply to this Paragraph 
eaves it to your Board to decide, from the particular tenor 
of the Paragraph itself as well as the general tendency of tha 
report at large, whether the partial statement of the Officiat¬ 
ing Collector on the subject of this Farm, proceeds front 
incidental oversight, or intentional suppression. 


20. That the burthen of Par. 26 of the Officiating 
Collector's report, not pretending to deal in the statement 
of facts, and having already been sufficiently discussed in 
various foregoing parts of this Petition, needs not be, especial¬ 
ly noticed in this place. 


21. That in reply to the 27th Par. of the report on the 
subject of Rajah Bejai Govind Sing's consent to the remis¬ 
sion, and confirmation of the Mootahids account of the 
Farms, your Petitioner begs leave to observe, and is prepared 
to prove that when the aforsaid Bejai Govind Sing , first 
came in from Phurkeea, the place of his residence, and called 
on your Petitioner upon the sub ject of the remission, he was 
of a far different opinion, disapproving the Mootahids man¬ 
agement, and contemplating the measure of taking back the 
Farm from them as most beneficial to the Estate: that in the 
course of a very short residence in Town, from being a 
distant, formal and occasional visitor, he suddenly became 
a familiar daily inmate of the Mootahids : that, by their in¬ 
strumentality, constantly meeting the Local Authorities at their 
House, he became a frequent visitor of the Judge and the 
Collector, and attended at consultations held upon the 
subject of the solicited remission with the highest residents 
of this District; that at this particular juncture without the 
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28. The Proprietors of the remaining 8 Anna share of the 
property not having given Mr. Imlach any answer I sent Per* 
zcannahs to Rajah Hajinduruarain Roy Proprietor of a 4 
Anna share and to Noonoo Misser the guardian of the re¬ 
maining share holder (who is a minor ) to report to me by the 
'35th of this Month (that is yesterday ) whether they had any 
objection to a remission being made. 

They have not given any answer, though they have 
•acknowledged the receipt of the Perwanhahs . It may 
be permitted me however to observe, that seeing the distress of 
the RyollSy which the Zumindars and Surburakar alone 
could effectually alleviate, and the ruin which impended 
over honest and hard working men to whom thousands look 
for support, 1 did not consider it foreign to the nature of my 
-duties to advise both parties to take the subject into their 
.serious consideration ; Noonoo Mmer{ the Uncle of both the 
Proprietors of an 8 anna share recently legally appointed 
Guardian of both, and still the Guardian of one, and conse¬ 
quently possessing considerable influence over both) stated to 
me in the course of conversation that his Party were perfectly 
aware of the existing distress, and ready to remit to the extent 
of one anna per annum they have not however as 1 stated 
before answered my Perwannahs nor have they given any 
written reply to the Surburakar . 

29. In conclusion I beg to recite briefly the points on 
which I would request your sentiments. 

first Is it competent to the Surburakar in a case of the 
nature detailed to grant a remission ? and 2dly. Is it compe¬ 
tent to the Revenue Authorities to enterfere further than to 
advise the Surburakar ? 

The subject is one of vital importance to the Estate 
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intervention of his Securities, he obtained the sum of Thirty 
four Thousand Rupees froqi the Collector's Office, and was 
indulged in the expectation of receiving One Lac and Twenty 
three Thousand Rupees more out of the General Treasury* 
and the cheering prospect held forth to him of a speedy and. 
favorable termination to a couple of suits amounting to up* 
wards of Ten Lacs of Rupees ; that by means of these power* 
ful, and to a vain, weak, and uninformed mind, overwhelming 
inducements, a sudden change of opinion was generated, hie 
consent to the remission, confirmation of the Mootahid9 
statements, as well as a charge of bribery and corruption 
against your Petitioner, obtained from this said Rqjah Mrjai 
Govmd Sing . 

22. That, with reference to" the contents of the 28th 
Paragraph of the report, the evidence of Mr. Officiating Col* 
lector Read being of very material consequence iOJthe case 
of your Petitioner, he begs permission to decline noticing 
them fully for the present, and will just now barely call the 
attention of the Board to the Purwannas mentioned in the 
Paragraph and, in entreating the Board’s consideration of 
their contents, begs leave to submit, whether these Purwannaa 
convey not something like a threat, and bear not an open 
tendency to sway the Proprietors on the subject of the solicited 
remission, 


S3 That the Officiating Collector in the 29th. 
Paragraph of his Report draws in the strongest 
possible manner, the attention of Mr. Commissioner iLtc 
Warner to the Government Revenue, amounting to upwards 
of 3,70,000 Rupees per annum, and earnestly entreats that 
Officer, and eventually your Board, that no delay he allowed 
to take place in issuing the required instructions on the 
subject of granting the remissiqa to the Mootahids, as every 


MR. READ’S ACCUSATION. 


under Mr. Imlach's management,—it is one requiring imme¬ 
diate attention as every moment may be productive of injury 
arising from the fact of the Messiht. Palmers being unable to 
settle with their t)ur Moostajirs ( many of whom will not 
carry on without a remission) until some settlement with them* 
selves be made by the Surburakar, Mr, Imlach has clearly 
been guilty of the greatest negligence in not having taken up 
the subject seriously at once. Indeed from the tenor of the 
whole ofhis correspondence it appears that he was resolved 
not to assist his Farmers in the slightest degree. He talks of 
shewing a profit from two columns of a statement without refer- 
ing to the rest of the papers before him and urges that he 
cannot perceive from tne documents sent to him by the Moot - 
iihids what ltyott requires a remission when the cruel distress 
Of the 11 yoil's is the theme of every one’s conversation 
whatever may be the step you adopt whether you will issue your 
instructions at once or refer the matter to die Sudder Board 
1 earnestly entreat there may be no unnecessary delay for just at 
this moment the punctual realization of the Government 
Revenue on the Havellee Estate which amounts to upwards of 
3,70,000 Rupees per annum depends on the early adjustment 
of this question. 

30. 1 have endeavoured above to lay the subject of this 
letter before you so a9 to rest it entirely on its own merits but 
since the papers were forwarded to me by Mr. Imlach , Rajah 
Bejai Govind Singh has presented a petition in which he 
directly charges Mr. Imlach and Noonoo Misser with not 
having granted the remission (which he says can alone save 
liis property from destruction ) in consequence of their not 
having received a bribe for so doing.—The charges preferred by 
the Rajah are in due course of investigation and on the con¬ 
clusion of theeriquiry the whole of the papers will be forward¬ 
ed but the subject of the present letter is one which admits of 
no delay and as the necessity of keeping it bach till the charges 
have been investigated is not apparent! forward it at once with 
the documents to which it refers, 


Poorneah 

Collector’s 

The Wlh Aagt. 1883. 


I have &c, 

( Signed, } J. READ, 


. 0M Collr. 
Fort William Sudr. Bd. of Revenue. 


Copy. 

f Signed ) I. H. CRAWFORD. 

OJfg. Asst* Secy . 

Ccmpd. J. H. Marty*. 
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moment might be productive of injury arising from the fkh f 
of their being unable to ssittle with their dur-moostqjtrs 
( many of whom, it is said, will not carry on without a re* 
mission, ) until some settlement with themselves be madfe by 
the Surburakar ; that Mr. Officiating Collector Read, after 
making certain statements of comparatively minor consequence* 
which have been in various foregoing parts of this Petition 
sufficiently commented upon and exhausted, thus seriously,' 
almost with an air of alarm,' concludes that “ Just at this 
“ moment the punctual realization of the Government 
revenue on the Havetee estate depends on tile early adjust* 
u meat of this question.” That in, repelling this final attempt 
to carry a point so near and dear to the parties concerned, 
under false colours, bearing the semblance of pure public' 
service, altogether exempt from^pcrsonal feelings or private 
consideration, your Petitioner lias barely to s-tate, that although 
Mr. Officiating Collector Read lias to this day received no 
instructions, and the question to this hour remains undecided 
and notwithstanding his highwrought representation of the 
prevalence of the direst distress, the Havelee estate has, never¬ 
theless, not only paid up the Government revenue for Sawun 
and Bhadoor, but in full of A sin, Katik and part of Ughun 
also in advance: that, notwithstanding the officially recorded 
impracticability of settlement with the dur-maostajirs and 
the refusal of many of them to carry oil their farms, without 
a remission, the JMootahids have managed to collect even 
more than they have to pay into the koork kneharee for the 
kists of Sawun and Bhadoofy and, still hold back a part, 
in the proportion of one anna y constituting their strongly advo¬ 
cated claim as remission. " * 

24. That, Mr. Officiating Collector Read’s report of the 
16lh August is wound up with the intimation of Bejni Govind 
Sing’s charge of bribery against your Petitioner, and is follow¬ 
ed by, another of the 17 ill of the same month upon the same 
subject, coupled with that of your Petitioner’s demurring to 
his jurisdiction; that your Petitioner, in this place, humbly 
begs permission to deny the charge of bribery preferred against 
him, and forbears entering into its refutation, or' his own de* 
fence, till it shall have pleased his Accusers ( Bej&i Govind 
Sing, being a mere tool in their hands) before a competent 
Court to give their charge a tangible shape; but before your 
Petitioner takes leave of this as well as every other charge, 
which, in the course of the Officiating Collector’s report, it lias 
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' been so studiously attempted, with the artful arrangement 
of a practised hand, to fix on ypur Petitioner, your Petitioner 
begs humbly to submit to your Board, that notwithstand¬ 
ing the formal issuing of a purzcanna to your Petitioner on 
' 'the 10th August in apparent ignorance of tlie real state of 
affiiirs, the Officiating Collector was from the commencement, 
.privately aware of every circumstance regarding the remission 
demanded by the Mootahids and not altogether passive with 
,respect to the measures adopted by the Mootahids with a view 
to gaining their end; nevertheless, the Officiating Collector 
avails himself of the formality of official ignorance, and con¬ 
demns your Petitioner for not giving him information, till 
after the lapse of four months; that notwithstanding the exist¬ 
ence of a precedent on record in the Officiating Collector’s 
office in the case of Ranee Zuliooroon Nissa against Bindra- 
Ibun Bose, Surburakar , in which the refusal to swear to a 
.charge of bribery against him was considered an insuperable 
rbarto the Collector s proceeding into investigation; notwith¬ 
standing the recorded sentence of the Commissioner of Reve¬ 
nue, dated (he 28th June 1830 in the case of the aforesaid 
Bejai Govind Sing against your Petitioner, declaring his 
accusations to be totally unproved, and destitute of truth, and 
convicting him of intrigue and combination, * deserving the 
(severest censure ; giving your Petitioner the option of suing 
for damages in the civil court for defamation of character and 
declaring at the same time that a repetition of such conduct 
would subject Bejai Govind Sing to a more marked degree 
of censure, and the displeasure of Government be drawn 
. dow n upon him for conduct so degrading to the character of a 
HAfive Gentleman ; notwithstanding all this, the swearing of 
ithia false accuser , is, in the present instance, quietly dispensed 
with : that the Officiating Collector, in conjunction with the 
Judge of the district, suspending for two days all operations 
in their respective courts secretly hold proceedings against your 
Petitioner in their pi ivate dwelling house, hud on the mere 
allegations of this Bejai Govind Sing, fabricated and brought 
to maturity by Mr. George Palmer and others, virtually 
■ though not verbally, suspends your Petitioner from office, and 
pro tempore puts another man in charge, whose service? are not, 
in fact , rendered available to the estate, or otherwiseengaged, 
than in obedience to the commands of Bejai Govind Sing 
and subservience to the willand convenience of ilie Mootahids, 
a man whose presence with his creatures in your Petitioner's 
compound, till of late has been regarded in the light of a 

* "J* dee Appendix i>. "" 


MR. IMLACH’S REPLY. 


constituted spy of influence and authority, and operated 
effectual bar * to any thing like an open, free communication 
with people, whose information as well'as evidence is of very 
material consequence to your petitioner's case: that fromthe 
illegal sentence of the Officiating Collector he made his annual 

to the Commissioner of Revenue; and altho’ the ap r _ 

authority has pronounced the Officiating Collector's proceed- j 
ing to oe precipitate, and the ground for the removal^of 
your Petitioner insufficient; it is now two months since yottt, 
Petitioner presented his Petition of Appeal, and no final order 
lias to this day been passed in his case; that notwithstanding 
the name of Bejai Govind Sing stands thus enrolled in'die 
Official Recovds of this district,+ yet Mr. Officiating Collector 
Read, as well as Mr. Judge Hawkins, have not unfrequently, 
as well at their own private dwelling house as- elsewhere, 
hesitated not to associate with this very Bejai Govind Sing, 
and join him in common with others, in their private conn*? 
rences and consultation, on the subject so artfully set forth, 
and so powerfully advocated in Mr. Officiating Collector 
Read's report. 

25. That finally, your Petitioner in leaving h is case 
to the consideration and justice of your Board, most humbly 
entreats, that the appeal of your Petitioner against the illegal' 
order of Mr. Officiating Collector Read, with the recorded 
opinion of the Commissioner ofRevenue upon it, may obtain ! 
an early hearing at your Board: your Petitioner farther prays, 
that, mingled as the question of remission stands with me 
charge af Bribery and Corruption, as well as other serious ‘ 
matter collaterally and inseparably connected with it, will 
please your Board to recommend* to Government the * 
appointment of a proper Officer for the investigation of die 
whole, without which the ends of public justice cannot 
possibly be served; and your Petitioner, as in duty bound; 
will ever pray. t 

(Signed) A. IMLACH. * 

* X s' 

Pur nee a , 20 th October , 1853. " V 


* Sfee Appendix G. ' s 

t See Appendix D. 

N. B. Tne Duplicate of this Petition was submitted to the Commis¬ 
sioner of Revepae, and the Triplicate to Mr. Collector Gooldsburry. , 



To E. Lee Wabneb, Esq. Commissioner of Revenue, 

12tii Division, Monghyk. 

i 

S«, 

In the concluding paragraph of my letter of yesterday's 
date on the subject of the remission requested by the Messrs. 
Pjtfmer I stated* that Haja Bejoy Govind Sins, Proprietor 
of an 8 ftpna share of Pergunnah Haveliee &c. &c. had 
presented a Petition to nut charging Mr. lmlach, Surburakar 
with sundry acts of corruption in the discharge of the duties 
connected with his office. 

On the receipt of the Petition 1 issued subpoenas for the 
attendance of the witnesses, and sent x a copy of the Petition 
to Mr. lmlach for such explanation as he might wish to offer, 
Mr. lmlach in the first instance demurred to my jurisdiction 
u Collector, observing that under the provisions of section 3 
, Regulation V of 1827 it was necessary that the Petition should 
have been presented to you as Commissioner of He venue he 
also urged that Bejoy Govind Sing should be sworn to the 
truth of his Petition. Both these points were overruled by me 
for the reason stated in my roobakaree of yesterday's date. 
Jtr. lmlach has now presented another Petition urging the 
same points,and farther stating that he wishes to call myself, 
and the Judge of the district, as witnesses, and therefore re¬ 
quests that the Petition may be forwarded for your orders: in 
tue hope that a Commissioner may be appointed to conduct 
the investigation, under these circumstances, I beg to submit 
the whole of the papers for such orders as you may deem pro- 
pet* and beg to inform you that l have for the present stopped 
the enquiry into the charges, but at the same timehave deemed 
necessary under the circumstances of the case to put another 
persou in charge of the office of Surburakar . 


I have the honor to be 


( Signed ) J. READ, 


Actg, Collr . 

JP* rrneahy Collrs . Office, the 17 ih August , 1833. 

(Signed) I. U . M. 

FORT William, Sudr . Bd. of Revenue. 

Sigd. a Tottenham, 

Ofg . Asst. Secret ary* 
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To T1IB SUDDEB BOARD OF REVENUE, 

Fort William* 

Gentlemen, 

1. 1 have the honour to submit for the consideration ant ' 

orders of die Sudder Board the accompanying detailed report 
dated 16th August 1833. sent me by the Acting Collector of 
Puraeah. . Vy- 

2. The first question of reference is whether a Surburakat 
appointed under the provisions of section 26 of RnSfculatipjf 
V. 1812 has the power of making a remission to a moostojtr ' 
from the annual amount he has stipulated to pay ? Second!/ 
Is it competent to the Revenue authorities to interfere further' 
than advise the Surburakar ? 

3. The acting Collector has commented upon the several 
regulations and opinions given from the 4th to the. 18th pa* 
ragraphs relative to the duties and powers vested in a Surbur • 
akar and he is of opinion that under special circumstances 
the Surburakar has the power to grant a remission to the; 
moostajir who from the distressed state of the ryolts is unable 
to collect the rents; but that the Collector cannot direct* 
him to grant a remission, he can only advise, leaving the Sur¬ 
burakar to act as he thinks proper as he is responsible for the 
result of his proceedings. 

4. The Acting Collector proceeds to remark upon the 
conduct of the Surburakar which lie condemns in not making 
personal enquiries into the statement made by the Messrs. 
Palmer the Mootahids of the utter incapability of the estate 
to pay tbe amount agreed for, it appears the representation 
made by the Mootahids was very properly sent to the pro¬ 
prietors in whose behalf Mr. Imlacli Iras the management of 
the estate, but no information seems to have been givfen to the 
Collector and four months were permitted to elapse without 
any reference being made by the Surburakar of the difficul¬ 
ties complained of by the Mootahids . 

5. Raja Rajindernarain and his minor brother (the Guar¬ 
dian is Noonoo Misscr ) und Raja Bejoy Govind Sing are the 
Proprietors of the estate commonly called Huvellee, Pumea 
including Sveepere, Huvellee Sooltanpore, Futtypore and fife* 
halKhangee the jumma payable to the Surburakar is 3,70,828, 
13,10 and by the the account delivered in by the Messrs, Palmer, 

( vide No. 4, dated 10th August,) tbe loss in 1240 is 26,025, 
15,5,2 and ia a note they state that even a greater loss must 
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be expected for tlie remaining four years of the term of the 
p&ttahs. 

6. The circumstances under which the vemission has been 
sought appear most clearly shewn and the Acting Collector 
has described the wretched state of the ryqUs in the strongest 
language and to which beg to refer your Board. 

7. The oder is made by the Mootahids to collect for the 
tumindnrs for the remaining four years of the farm for 
nothing and engaging to pay every fraction they collect after 
discharging the costs of collection, the profits* to go to the 
suminddifo and all losses to be borne by them or if thought 
preferable they are ready to cancel the lease. 

8. it is not possible I think to read their offers without 
feeling satisfied that the grounds, on which the remission 19 
applied for, arc well founded and in farther proof Hajn Bejoy 
Govind Sing being the Proprietor of an 8 annas share, has 
consented to the remission of one anna or one sixteenth of the 
whole jumma for the entire period of the farm, the other 
Proprietor has not replied, and on receiving these papers to 
day I immediately addressed Kaja Rajindernarain anaNoonoo 
Wisser to reply to the purwannah of the Collector without 
farther delay. 

S>. The case appears to me by no means difficult as I am 
rif opr nitm that the Collector having the nomination of the 
Surburakar has necessarily the power not only to advise but 
to direct him and in all matters which are evidently for the 
general good of the estate and tending to the public good and 
welfare of the people, it is the bounden duty of the Revenue 
Officers to interpose their authority when it is manifest that 
the enmity and ill will which exists between the Proprietors 
lenders each adverse to the proposition made by the other. 

■ 10, In the present state the balance must remain in abey¬ 
ance until the answer of the other Proprietor is received and 
if they do not consent to the remission 1 think it fair and equi¬ 
table that the Revenue Authorities should direct the lease to 
be. cancelled. 

11. I nm so over-whelmed with business in the Revenue 
department and a heavy accumulation in the Criminal 1 scarce¬ 
ly know what to do, and 1 entreat your Board will make al¬ 
lowance for any deficiency in my report, as 1 am but just ar¬ 
rived from my Circuit after suffering from the inconvenience 
cif confinement for mnny days in the jhccls through which I 
pained from Pumea, and also from my umlah being sick and 
all indeed in a weak and scarcely effective state oi business. 
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12. I have just received another report to which 1 beg 
your early orders regarding a charge against Mr. Imlach for 
corruption in the discharge of his duties as Surburakar of the 
Havetie estate. * 

The original papers herewith sent 1 request may be re¬ 
turned when no longer required. 

1 have Sac. 

( Signed ) E. Lee WARNER. 

> Com. of Revc. «• 

Commrs. Office, 1 3th Division o* 

Monghyr . the 23d. August 1833. 

Compd. ( Signed ) 1. II. M+ 

Mjscl. (No. 882.) 

To the So no eh Board op Revenue, 

Joxt Willijm. 

Gentlemen, 

1 have the honor to submit for the order of your Board m 
letter from the Acting Collector of Poorneea, reporting that 
Raja Bejai Govind Sing had preferred a Petition, charging 
Mr. Imlach, Surburakar of Pcrgunnah Havellee with acts 
of corruption in the discharge of his duties of that Office. 

?. Mr. Imlach objects to Vlr. Read making the enquiry 
and urges as his reason that he requires that Gentleman 1 ! 
evidence and Mr. Hawkins, on trial, und to this effect lie 
had also t-ent by dak a petition on which 1 passed my orders 
( which accompany this letter ) observing that Mr. Goulds- 
bury must have arrived at Poorneea, and the duty would 
necessarily devolve upon him, but to my ustonishment 1 hava 
no report of his having taken charge, and it is hinted tome 
that I ought to make this enquiry but, when vour Board 
considers the very heavy duties l have just gone "through on 
Circuit, you will scarcely think it necessary to order me at the 
risk of health, and of every comfort to proceed to Poorneea 
again, this 1 am aware is no legitimate excuse, but in the* 
common course of duty does the primary investigation, rest 
with me as Commissioner, or am I the proper authority to 
give my opinion on the enquiry made by the Collector ? 

3. 1 suppose die enquiry can only be held as a prelimi¬ 
nary measure a sort of Court of Enquiry to satisfy the Revenue 
Authorities, that Mr. Imlach is or is not a proper person to 
have charge of the estate, but here I think Mr. Read has 
been precipitate in directing another person to take charge of 
the office of Manager from Mr. Imlach, as there is only a 
Petition as yet preferred, and some sure grounds of imputa- 
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lion of corruption and improper conduct, in "manageing the 
estate ought to have been adduced, but as \ have referred the 
matter for your advice and orders, 1 do not think it proper to 
alter the order passed by the Acting Collector. 

4. The Fouzdarry appeals have been accumulating,. and 
I have so many reports to make it is inr possible for me to leave 
the Sudder station, and if necessary in your judgment to ap¬ 
point some Officer to make the enquiry, l trust you will be 
pleased to recommend some one who can deyote his whole 
time to ihe discharge of this duty. 

5 . If Mr. Head’s health permits his remaining, 1 would 
suggest that he be continued in charge of one of the Offices 
to relieve Mr. Gouldsbury until he has completed the enquiry, 
hut this must be determined bv the Right Hon’ble the Gover¬ 
nor General in Council, I mention it as a feasible plan to 
facilitate the enquiry. 

The originals herewith sent I request inay be returned 
when no longer required. 

1 have the honour to be &c. 

(So.) E. Lee WARNER 

Commrs, Office, \2th Division, Commr, of Reve, 

Alonght/r, (he 23rd August , 1833. 

(No. 75) 

To Commissioner of Bhagulpore • 

Sir, 

The Sudder Board of Revenue having had 
before them your two letters, dated severally the 23d. ultimo 
( Nos. 881 anti 882 ) with their respective enclosures, (here¬ 
with returned for your disposal ) relative to the case of Mr. 
ltniacb, Surburakar of certain pergunnalis in zillah Pumea, 
direct me to communicate as follows :— 

2nd. It appears to the Sudder Board that none of the 
. subjects, discussed in the present references, are of any intrinsic 
difficulty, since the regulations, which relate to them, are 
extremely clea? and simple, and in every instance the rationale 
• of the case is equally manifest:—Mr. Imlach’s absurd preten¬ 
sions * have been allowed to invest the matters in dispute with 


* The reader will find an explanation in the Manager's letter of 
the 16th August. 1833, to the Commissioner of Revenue, and his Peti¬ 
tion of the 20th October, 1833, to the Sudder Board of Revenue* 
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an importance which they do not deserve—except as far as the 
interests of the vyoits and other tenantry upon tne estates are 
at stak -; and the late Acting Qollector has perplexed and over* 
laid the question* at issue by much unnecessary detail. 

3rd. Mr. Read has exceeded his powers in suspending 
Mr, Imlach :—He should not even have received a Petition 
complaining oi his official conduct, except [ see see. 3 Reg. V. 
of 1827. J f°r the purpose of forwarding it to you! 
The Sudder Board therefore request that you will im« 
mediately revoke the Collector's order in this respect, 
and determine yourself the question of Mr. Imlach’s suspen¬ 
sion pending the enquiry to be instituted, should it be 
likely to last any length of time. You will explain to Mr* 
Imlach at the same time that the law having laid down a 
specific line of proceeding for the investigation of charges ad* 
duced by “ any person lidding an interest in the -estate ” 
against “ the conduct of the manager” it is altogether unreason* 
able to demand that a special exception should be made in his 
favor, or to suppose that Government would depute an of¬ 
ficer for the exclusive duty of arbitrating the disputes existing 
between the Surburakar of Pergunnah Havel lee &c. &c. &c. 
and the Zumendar and Farmer. There is but one law for 
all such managers, whether they administer petty mehals or 
many pergunnahs 

Mi. Read is altogether mistaken in the opinions which he 
holds in regard to the relative powers of the Collector, and 
the Surburakar in the administration of an estate attached 


under the orders of a Court of Justice, which is the more sin¬ 
gular as the wording of sec. 3. Regulation V. of 1827, as 
“ The Court shall issue a pre- quoted in the margin appears 
cept to the Collector of Land Re- | W the Sudder Board to be ex- 

yeime directing him to hold the Ls- t|>emel explicit in shewing 

>«,» ‘ aPPO *h« the Collector is the pa r- 

ty to whom the Court look for the proper management of the 
property, and that the Surburakar is meiely the agent of the 

Revenue authorities. . . . . , 

The Collector therefore, is authorized to interfere with the 
management in any manner that he may think propei, on his 
own responsibility, of course if such interference be so imu* 
dicious as to deteriorate the estates under his charge. But 
the Surburakar is entirely under the orders ol the Collector, 
who may either advise the farmer, or interpose authoritively 
as he may deem fit. The manager, if dissatisfied with the 
exercise of the Collector’s powers may appeal to the Commissi¬ 
oner, but the Court, in the judgment of the Board, can only re* 
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.cognise the Collector whom it has directed to “hold the Es¬ 
tate in attachment’* and who is responsible “ for the due care 
and management of the Estate” by the Surburakar who is 
'merely his deputy in the matter.'-—The manager therefore, can 
by no means make any remission of a jumma once fixed and 
sanctioned, any necessity which may arise for such a relaxa¬ 
tion of demand must be reported to the Collector upon whom 
it will then devolve to satisfy himself of the correctness of the 
representations which have been made to him. After such 
full investigation, the Collector in the opinion of the Board, 
if satisfied of the indispensable necessity of a remission, is 
bound to act in grunting it in the manner which to his judg¬ 
ment, will be best calculated to secure the permanent prospe¬ 
rity of the Estate. 

In the present instance, Mr. Read has not instituted any 
such particular enquiries, as to the actual condition of the 
property under Mr. Imluch’s charge ; but has spoken gene¬ 
rally of the depressed condition of the agricultural classes 
throughout the district. There seems little reason to doubt, 
however, from the concurrent circumstances stated by the 
acting Collector that the Messrs. Palmer have agreed to pay 
more than the mthal can fairly yield, and it may consequent¬ 
ly be justly doubted whether every party will not be uu even¬ 
tual loser by holding them to the letter of their bargain. 

The Board are not aware under what authority the Es¬ 
tate in question have been farmed out, * If the iiurbuvakaf 
haslet the property ofhisown motion, the proceeding is most 
irregular indeed, the Board question whether the Collector 
himself could authorize such an arrangement without the 
permission of the Court. All the Regulations, bearing upon 
attachments of the nature in question, evidently contemplate 
administration by the Surburakar without the interposition 
of any middleman between that officer and the tenuntry, 
of whatever grades, on the property at the commencement of 
the term of management. The Board request that you will 
inform them on the abpve point. 

Farther, the Board entertain doubts whether any Indivi- 
cUuil be competent toexerche due cure and management, in 
the manner contemplated by the Regulation, over such ex¬ 
tensive estates as are reported to be under the charge of Mr. 


* fn Answer, it is to be remarked that, since the Perpetual settle¬ 
ment the estate have been farmed. 



Imlach, + and whether, when such estates have been let hi 
farm, any duties remain to be exercised by a StrrbUraktir 
They therefore request that they may be apprised under wh&t 
circumstances Mr. Imlach Has obtained the management iSC 
three distinct Zumindarees $ comprising several pergunnahs 
and whether he has given, in each case “ good and adequate 
security for the faithful discharge of the trust, ‘in a sum pro? 
por donate to the extent thereof. ” The Board request to be 
furnished with copies of these instruments. '' 

The Board also desires to be furnished with a list of the 
several Farms held by the Messrs. Palmer in sil/ah Purneah, 
Mulda, or elsewhere, with a specification of the sudder and 
farming jumma of each estate, and a narrative of each case 
as regards their acquisition of the lease. The Collector 
will report fully at the same time on the nature of the te* 
nures obtaining under these piiftcipul farmers whether they 
have let out any of the estate which they hold 10 under>far~ 
xners, or whether the parties mentioned as dur-moostajirs &c, 
are of an earlier creation by the proprietors* As all these 


+ This point was decided by the Sudder Board on the 8th Decem¬ 
ber, 1828, in the instance of Naranre Dt-beea and Juggut ishoree 
JDcbcca vrs. the present Manager, who was then permitted by the 
Board to hold the Management of three extensive distinct estate in the 
district of Myinuiising. Regarding this matter the Dcbeeas’s petition 
of the 30th Jaet, 1235 Bengal eVa, praying for the removal of the Mana- 

5 er on the ground of his being Manager to three estates ; and the iato 
lr. Collector Collin’s letters of 10th May and 21at June, 1828* in sup¬ 
port of the Debeeas’s prayer* and copies of the answers of the board of 
the 3d June and 4th July, of the same year, are amongst the Records of 
the Board and furnish a precedent. 

$ The answer is, that, the charge of Huveljee, Poomeea &c. estate 
was given to the Manager bv the Collector. Sixteen months after which, 
the proprietors of Purguna Soon a pore offered Mr> Imlach five hundred 
rupees per mensum, instead of 5200 rs. which had hitherto been the 
amount of the salary of the Manager of that estate, if lie would under* 
take the management of their Estate ; and tile vrjees of the proprietor* 
to the Collector requesting him to allow Mr. Imlach the abovementtpa#d 
encreased salary are in the Collector’s office. Mr. Imlach accepted the 
situation at the desire of the proprietors. The proprietors of the third 
Estate, SowsB Bunbag, &c. presented a petition to the Collector, pray- * 
ing that Mr. Imlach be appointed Manager of their Estate, With 'a 
cejrtgin salary. ■ '*■" 




50 


points, as well as with regard to the security furnished by 
the Messrs. Palmer, the Board request an early and explicit 
Jieport with, any remarks that y^u may think nit to offer. 

I have &c. 


(Signed) R. D. MANGLES. 

Aclg. Secy . 

Sudder Board of Revenue, ) 

Fort William, the 24tli Sept. 1833. 3 

The Sudder Board of Revenue, the 15 th October , 1833. 


True Copy,R, D. MANGLES , 


Officiating Assistant Secretary* 


( S\ ) 


To F. Gouldsburry, Esq. Poorneea. 

The humble Petition of Alexander Imlach , Manager of 
Muhulat Purgunnas Have lice , Poornea , <5j*c. 


Shewetii, 


That, in presenting this day his list of witnesses to the 
eourt in support of his answer to the accusation of Bejai Go- 
vind Sing, your Petitioner, agreeably to the verbal intimation 
which he received from the court on Monday the 11th No¬ 
vember, when he was about to examine Mr. Palmer, who is 
not only the sole witness on the part of the said Bejai Gov ind 
Sing to the charge of bribery, but is (as may/'ven be Been in 
some measure through the tiatni^ of his evidence) the princi- 

P al founder of the plot which has been formed against your 
etitioucr, has however unwillingly excluded from his list 
evidence which goes to the developcment of the details of such 
plot and the establishment of all your Petitioner’s allega¬ 
tions : — 

That, your Petitioner begs leave to submit to the court, 
that on this point of bribery, your Petitioner’s simple nega¬ 
tion stands opposed to the statement of a solitary witness ; , 
and that the admission of circumstantial evidence bearing 
upon the operations of the conspiracy, by means of which 
the whole of this prosecution has been got up, is not only, in 
common justice, necessary to your Petitioner’s complete ex¬ 
culpation and defence, but alike necessary to the formation 
of any thing like a correct judgment on the credibility of the 
witness, as well as tbc merits of the case :— * 

That, your Petitioner farther begs leave to submit, that the 
circumstantial examinations of the aforesaid witness, on many 
points inseparably connected with the ground-work of this 
prosecution, is indispensably necessary to the ends of justice; 
that by means ofsucli examination and by evidence which he 
is prepared to produce, your Petitioner hopes to establish not 
only his disqualification as a witness, but culpability as the 
principal member of a cabal which has, immediately under 
the eyes of the local authorities, been formed against your 
Petitioner: 

That, under all these circumstances, which render the case 
of your Petitioner one of no common stamp, your Petitioner 
finally prays, that if the court do not grant his request regard¬ 
ing the examination of the said witness, and the t hearing ot 
evidence on the details of the plot, the court will be graci- 
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onsly pleased to hold a proceeding, and place upon record 
the grounds of such refusal.— ipnd your Petitioner, as in duty 
bound, shall ever pray. '■ 

Poorneea, \bth November, 1833, A. IMLACH. 

A true Copy, A. IMLACH. 

To the Sudder Board of Revenue, Fort William . 

The humble PetiHon of Alexander lmlack, Manager of 
muhulat puryunnas IlavelIce , Poorneea, <Yc. 

Humbly Siiew^tii, 

1. Tlmt, your Petitioner, hearing by this day’s dawk of the 
illneSs of the Commissioner of Revenue 12th Division, and the 
consequent suspension of business in his court, at the same 
time considering the extreme hardship of his case, begs per¬ 
mission to submit to your Board the contents of a petition 
which he felt necessitated to forward to the Commissioner’s 
Court on the 17th of this month:— 

2. That, your Petitioner has been informed of the transmis¬ 
sion of a representation from the Collector of Poorneea, sug¬ 
gesting the suspension of your Petitioner from office, on tne 
following grounds: 1st. of the charges being of a very serious 
nature; 2d, of the investigation’s being likely to continue for 
Rome time; and 3d. of there being several witnesses over 
whom your Petitioner might exert undue influence. That, 
lstly the charges, to whose very serious nature the Collector 
calls your attention, are the same as were submitted to you 
by the late Officiating Collector in Bejai Govind Sing’s peti¬ 
tion of the 14th August last, and arc very easy of refutation : 
that in his deposition, to which your Petitioner beseeches your 
most particular attention, the accuser has sworn, on the ipse 
dixit of another person, to the truth of his own charge of 
bribery against your Petitioner: i. e. on the strength of Mr 
George Palmer’s statement, he being the only witness on the 
point, and the sole depository of the secret: that, as this part of 
the accusation has reached its tether, resting wholly ana solely 
on the deposition of the above-named witness, your Petitioner 
craves permission to draw your very particular notice towards 
it, and to observe, that, according to the said witness’s own 
declaration, (the truth of which, however, your Petitioner de¬ 
nies*) the alleged bribe was agreed upon as a consideration for 
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letting the witness have the farm at a certain stipulated reduo 
tion in rent,—with a mental reservation, on this witness’s own 
part, of;giving or not giving it? to your Petitioner, according 
to circumstances: that, your Petitioner here begs leave to sub¬ 
mit, is such a witness, avowing such principles, worthy of be¬ 
lief, belying as he does the adage of there beirig honor even 
among rogues and thieves ? That, your Petitioner would now 
call the attention of your court, to such part of this witness* 
deposition, wherein he refers to the marked interdiction of his 
elder brother, in regard to taking farms in which there was 
much risk of loss, and amongst which this witness would make 
his brother include purgunnas Havellee, &c. Your Petitioner 
would next call your court’s attention to the uncertainty of 
their profitableness, which with reference to* the payment or non¬ 
payment of* the alleged bribe, has been avowed hy this witness 
niinself, and then ask, whether in consistence with common 
sense, in spite of his own better knowledge,—in spite of such 
interdiction from such a brother, from whom, out of respect 
he feels it necessary to conceal his personal misconduct,—he 
would have been so great a fool, as to add to the risk of loss 
by a large annual bribe, and to expose himself at the same 
time to the displeasure of such a brother ? That, in order 
to prove the impracticability of the yile arrangement, which 
perhaps nothing short of long study, united to the practical 
abilities and the brazen face of the witness, could have laid 
down before the court, with such apparent ease; your Peti¬ 
tioner has only to refer to the manner, in which the settlement, 
of all the estates, was made: viz. by previous notification,—by 
public bidding, as at a public sale,—perfectly open to com¬ 
petition and well attended by bidders, as \yell as spectators,— 
the accuser himself being one of the principal competitor! 
against the present Moolahids ; that in proof of this, your 
Petitioner's public proceeding regarding the settlement, and a 
great many independent witnesses, unconnected with your 
petitioner, are at the court’s command. That, your Petitioner 
would now draw the notice of the court to the very remarkable 
construction, by means of which this matter of bribery, depos¬ 
ed to as having originated in the manner above detailed baa 
been made to serve another cause—the cause of the Moolahidt* 
solicited remission a measure to which under the circum¬ 
stances of the case, your Petitioner has all along refused to 
lend himself; and from the very commencement, in spite of 
the plausible arguments privately urged by the local autho¬ 
rities, and the subsequent high wrought official advocacy of 
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Mr. Judge Hawkins, under the simple signature of Mr. Offi¬ 
ciating Collector Head, who haj* comparatively been almost 
a passive agent in the business, your Petitioner has all along 
publicly alleged his incompetency to grant the said remission; 
and that in spue of the remarkable efforts of the local autho¬ 
rities, to dress up their representation in favor of the claim of 
friends to its best possible advantage, your Petitioner’s in¬ 
competency has been finally confirmed by your Board: that 
with respect to this charge of bribery all farther accession of 
atrength is excluded by the acknowledgement of the said G. 
Palmer; and that with regard to the letters and slip oi paper 
alluded to in his deposition, when it shall please the Court 
to exhibit them to him, your Petitioner will be found prepar¬ 
ed alike for explanation and defence:—* 

3. That 2dly, with respect to the length of time which 
the Court of Enquiry is likely to continue, your Petitioner 
begs leave to observe, that it rests, in the first instance, on the 
degree ofleisure which can be commanded from the current 
business, as well as extremely heavy arrears in the Collector’s 
'Office, and the duties of the Magistrate’s Court; and depends 
in the next place, on the judgment, of the presiding autho¬ 
rity, with respect to the sufficiency or insufficiency of the mat¬ 
ter brought forward on either side of the question, to answer 
the purpose for which the enquiry may have been instituted : 
That, your petitioner here begs leave to submit, that what¬ 
ever be the cause of delay, it will not be free from serious in- 
jury to the case of your petitioner,—the long established pa¬ 
ramount influence of the said G. Palmer, and others being 

* It is now nearly two months since Mr. Palmer gave his evidence, 
Und delivered into court certain letters and.a slip of paper in support of 
that evidence. It is worthy of remark, that the spirit of secrecy, which 
is said to have ruled this witness in the preservation of this said slip of 
paper even with respect to his wife and his elder brother, seems to 
have affected the Court of Enquiry also. Just as the witness is said to 
have wrapped it op in a piece of wax cloth, and secured it in some sly 
corner, unknown to every other member of his family, the President of 
the Court of Enquiry seems likewise to have secured it in hia strong box, 
aafe from tho gaze of the profane vulgar, as well as from that of the 
witness’s alleged participator in the negociation of the crime of bribery 
charged against him*—The manager is prepared with the means of a 
complete refutation of this precious portion of the extraordinary cvi. 
dence of this gentleman; but, for the present, declines entering upon 
it, in the hope of speedily obtaining an independent judicial investiga¬ 
tion of the. matter before a competent court,—where a fair opportunity 
of inspecting the slip of paper, and thoroughly examining the witness 
' with reference to it, in common with certain other papers. Stc, will bn 
available to the manager. 
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at work in every direction, by means alike of hopes and fears, 
Your Petitioner, therefore, pegs humbly farther to submit, 
that, the ends of public justice loudly call for a speedy ter* 
mination to the pending investigation 

4. That 3rdly, with regard to certain witnesses, respect* 
ing whom it is said, that your petitioner might, by continuing 
in office, exert undue influence over them, he begs leave to 
submit,—Istly. that up to the date of the representation made 
to the Commissioner of Revenue, your Petitioner’s list of evi¬ 
dence had not been filed; and 2dly, that, if the particular 
witnesses, supposed to be his dependents, upon the subject of 
whom your Petitioner is extremely grieved to find that the 
Collector’s premature suspicion has, by some means, been ex¬ 
cited, were nominated to him, your Petitioner would, most 
likely, be found prepared cheerfully to forego their evidence, 
and substitute others in their place, perhaps less exceptionable 
to the court 

5. That, under the peculiar circumstances of his case, 
your Petidonor humbly beseeches your court to pause awhile, 
and weigh well the contents of the deposition of your 
Petitioner’s* proved-false Accuser’s Prince of Witnesses, ere 
it proceeds to decide upon the injurious suspension of your 
Petitioner, on the mere suggestion of the Collector, based as 
it stands upon such slender and insufficient grounds:— 

6. That finally, your Petitioner craves leave to lay before 
the Board copies of a Petition in English and Persian present¬ 
ed to the Collector of Poorneea on the 13tl>*>f this month with 
reference to the insufficiency of the pending enquiry, in the 
exclusion of very material evidence on the part of your Pe¬ 
titioner, he begs permission to lay before the Board at the 
same time an attested copy of a roobakaree , in proof of this 
exclusive spirit, by which the enquiry must necessarily be 
crippled, and the ends of public justice frustrated : that,thus si¬ 
tuated, your Petitioner beseeches your Board to take into their 
mature consideration the contents of these copies and to pasa 
on them such orders as will secure to your Petitioner the full 
extent of his right in defendiug himself against the machina¬ 
tions of his enemies, and your Petitioner, as in duty bound, 
will ever pray.f 

Poorneea / 22 d November , 1833. A. IMLACH. 

* See the Commissioner of Revenue's letter, No. 507, under date the 
$81 h June, 1830. 

f The Petition, dated the 17 November, 1833, to the Commissioners' 
Court, contained pars 3,3, 4 and 5, of this Petition; therefore the former 
“ *»ot printed to avoid useless repetition. 
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To the Sudder Board of Revenue, Fort William* 

The humble Petition of Alexander Imlach 9 Manager of 
muhullat purgunas JIavellee 9 Poorneea, fyc. 

Sheweth, 

That, impelled by the necessity of his case, your Petitioner 
again intrudes upon the lime and attention of this court, and 
begs leave humbly to submit, that from Mr. Collector Goulds- 
bury’8 roobakaree of the 15th instant, it is clear, that the 
hearing of evidence on your Petitioner’s side of the question, 
even ifhe should obtain the benefit of such hearing, which 
from the conclusion of the said roobakaree your Petitioner 
is led to consider rather doubtful, it must be in such a mu¬ 
tilated shape, as to exclude from the view of the court some 
of the most material circumstances, which constitute not only 
a very important part of his defence but without which the 
formation of any thing like a correct judgment will be a 
matter of utter impossibility:— 

That, in the absence or any thing like an explicit docu* 
mentary declaration of the powers with which the Collector 
has been vested lor the investigation of the case of your Pe¬ 
titioner, he is left to conclude from the said roobakaree 9 
< which your Petitioner elicited by means of a Petition) that 
the Collector has been furnished with certain heads, to which 
his investigation is limited;—and that, with respect to the 
defence of your Pt titioner the matter of conspiracy Sic, by 
means of which your Petitioner stands accused before you. 
does not fall in with the letter of his instructions; the Collec¬ 
tor has, therefore, positively pronounced it irrelevant; and 
will not admit such matter in defence:— 

That, from the foregoing circumstances, your Petitioner is 
necessitated farther to infer, that, either the Collector must be 
interdicted from going into the matter of conspiracy &c, or 
that, he has not to this day had time to read or to hear, so as 
to understand, your Petitioner’s Persian answer of the 11th 
instant to the charges preferred against him by Bejai Govind 
Sing; because, if Uie Collector had, he would have seen the 
justice of your Petitioner’s claim to the nature of his defence, 
and admitted it at once,—or represented the necessity of it to 
his immediate superior - 

That, in this place, your Petitioner extremely regrets being 
«t>iiged to comment on the mere formality of hearing your 
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Petitioner’s answer on the llthiof this month, when the scrlah* 
tadnr who tead the answer to tie Collector, appeared unequal 
to the task, rendering many material parts of it, by hismannet 
of reading, perfectly unintelligible to his hearers,—and skip¬ 
ping over others which he appeared not to comprehend him* 
self; yet he was allowed thus to read ori undisturbed to the 
end of the answer, without the possibility of being completely 
understood: 

That, with respect to the other charges, preferred against 
your Petitioner, however injurious the delay,—and however 
irregular and insufficient the enquiry which is going on, and 
which has raorcover been thrown uncontrouled perhaps by 
want of leisure, into the hands of people, who are, tor obvious 
reasons, notoriously subservient to the interests of the Moota• 
hids , your Petitioner, even after his repeated humble represen¬ 
tations can forbear murmuring yet awhile; but that, with res¬ 
pect to the extraordinary charge of bribery, the evidence, 
adduced by your Petitioner’s accuser, who has in a manner 
sworn to the truth of another’s allegation without any personal 
knowledge of his own, was closed on the 11th instant having 
both begun and ended with the deposition of Mr. George 
Palmer; that nevertheless, nothing has to this day according 
to your Petitioner’s comparatively slender means of informa¬ 
tion, been done by the Collector towards its disposal;—al¬ 
though the said Mr. George Palmer, your Petitioner’s actual 
accuser, who has by compact, however, assumed the garb of 
a witness,—stands according to the english laws at least, 
convicted out of his own mouth, not only of the crime of 
offering a bribe, but of avowing at the same time principles, 
which place him at once beyond the pale of credibility : — 

That, your Petitioner most humbly solicits your particular 
consideration of the contents of the aforesaid Mr. George 
Palmer’s deposition, (which was carefully revised and correct¬ 
ed by him ere he put his signature to it,) and prays your 
court to decide, whether his evidence does not necessarily 
resolve itself, in the first place, into an attempt to rob of his 
substance, the very man whose witness he now stands before 
you,—in the next, into an imposition of no common stamp 
with respect to the manager himself,—and finally, into a 
remarkable inconsistency with the very object of illicit gain, 
alleged to have been contemplated by the witness ana the 
manager; for it will be allowed to follow, as a natural conge* 
quence, that (he manager must be actually injuring his own 
interest in not lending himself as urgently required by the said 
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Witness and so powerfully (seconded by his influential 
friends, to the attainment of t^ie remission solicited by the 
Mootahids :— 

That, it is for your court to adjudge, whether a witness, 
publicly avowing in an open court, such volatility of princi¬ 
ples, sealing his own demoralization, and on the strength of 
such principles, with the boldness of convicted vice, inimica- 
bly stepping forward against your Petitioner, a9 he has notori¬ 
ously done, be worthy of the court’s belief?— 

That, pre-eminent as stands the name of British Justice and 
British Judges all over the civilized world, it grieves your 
Petitioner exceedingly to observe, that the English delicacy 
of feeling, and punctilious demeanor, which with reference to 
parties, in all English courts, so peculiarly characterise the 
public ministers of equal Justice and Law, have been here laid 
aside to the very great detriment of your Petitioner iif parti¬ 
cular,—and to the depression of a suifering multitude of Bri¬ 
tish subjects, dispersed over different parts of the face of this 
district: 

That, the arrival of a Public Officer, altogether a stranger 
to the place,—who, under existing circumstances, seemed 
extremely studious of keeping himself strictly unconnected 
with the parties, and uncontaminated with the party spirit 
which has for some time been raging with no common fury, 
had been welcomed by your Petitioner as well on account of 
his own individual case, as the benefit of the people,—and 
been hailed, as a public blessing, by a very considerable por¬ 
tion of the inhabitants of the district at large 

That, pending an important enquiry, pronounced by him¬ 
self to be such,--with self-condemning evidence of the said 
Mr. George Palmer before his eyes, the Collector of the district 
has, much to the injury of your Petitioner, considered it not 
inconsistent with his present peculiar public situation, to step 
across the line, which he seemed so carefully to have chalked 
out for his conduct towards the parties in your Petitioner’s 
case, and commenced a regular interchange of visits with the 
said Mr. George Palmer :— 

That, lest your Petitioner, in drawing your attention to this 
breach of the rule, which the Collector appeared for the space 
of two months, much to the admiration of the people, to have 
laid down for himself, may not be thought to be actuated by 
any thing like merely personal, or invidious feelings, arising 
out of his own exclusion from the external civilities of this 
public functionary, your Petitioner has only to submit, whe* 
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tber such a sudden and remarkable difference of conduct in 
a public officer,—pending an enquiry of vital importance to 
the district, over which he has been appointed to preside es¬ 
pecially, after hearing such self-convicting deposition too as the 
said Mr. George Palmer’s, would not justify the construction 
whatever be the cause, of a leaning to the side which is experi¬ 
encing his civilities in so palpably marked a manner.— 

That, your Petitioner begs leave to assure your court, that 
in a district where, by rare combination of circumstances, the 
ascendency of the said Mr. George Palmer has been so great as 
to embrace in its sway every department of its civil, criminal, 
as well as revenue administration, the effect of so remarkable a 
change in the conduct of a public functionary, cannot possibly 
with regard to your Petitioner in particular, who now stands, 
a marked man in the district, be altogether free from preju¬ 
dicial effect: * 

That, to shew how this circumstance of the Collector’s keep¬ 
ing aloof from Mr. George Palmer has been generally felt, and 
closely watched by the partisans of your Petitioner’s combined 
accusers, the very instant that the Collector paid his first visit 
to the said Mr. G. Palmer, it was hailed as a signal of victory ? 
and letters of congratulation began to fly about in various direc¬ 
tions :— 

That, with respect to himself personally, armed with the 
justice of his cause, and reliance upon the rigid integrity of the 
authority, before which his case must go for adjudication, your 
Petitioner ultimately fears nothing: hut, he begs to submit to 
the court’s consideration the extent of harm which the mere 
dependants of public functionaries, by the bare appearance of 
freedom of access to them, have so frequently been known to 
commit in this countrywhat must, then, be the effect, under 
existing circumstances of any thing like familiar contact be¬ 
tween a Judge and a Party,—and that Party a personage of no 
less influence and ascendancy than the said Mr. George Pal¬ 
mer? That, your Petitioner begs leave to assure the court, 
that the effect produced by such a union of circumstances 
(a union, perhaps, never exposed to the gaze of a British public,) 
is quite paralizing to the moral courage of the native character, 
as your Petitioner will be found prepared to prove by instances, 
in respectable men in the present case 

That, with reference to circumstances attendant on the case 
of your Petitioner, he bogs leave briefly to draw the attention 
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of your court to the remarkably unequal steps, which charac¬ 
terize the inarch of justice, in tl^e course of the inquest which 
lias been instituted into its merits; and to bring humbly to the 
recollection of the court, that it derived its origin from a coalition 
of no common stamp,—made some of its first movements in the 
shape of remission under the private influence of the local au¬ 
thorities,—stept into public view under their auspices,— ad¬ 
vanced forth into superior courts under their strongest possible 
official advocacy,—was pressed down for a while by unwarran¬ 
table assumption of illegal powers against better judgment,— 
lay dormant for some time for want of a disinterested judicial 
officer,—at length revived under the appointment of the pre¬ 
sent revenue authority of the district :—that the grievances of 
your Petitioner, up to the period of its revival, stands recorded 
m his petitions which are lying before your eourt; that, since 
then, under insufficient partial examination,—upon extremely 
slender grounds,—before the filing of his list of witnesses,—the 
Collector, prejudiced against your Petitioner by some means 
incomprehensible to him, has recommended the injurious suspen¬ 
sion of your Petitioner from office;—and, pending the investiga¬ 
tion,—in spite of the self-convicting deposition of the said Mr. 
George Palmer, has not hesitated to throw the weight of his 
personal intercourse, and interchange of civilities, the effect of 
which your Petitioner has already described, into the scale 
against your Petitioner;—That after such conduct, exceptionable 
beyond the possibility of a doubt, on the part of the presiding 
authority, your Petitioner humbly submits, what hope of equal 
justice can your Petitioner possibly entertain ? 

That finally, your Petitioner solicits the court’s mature con¬ 
sideration of the circumstances above represented, and earnestly 
beseeches your court, that, injustice to your Petitioner, in com¬ 
mon with a multitude of depressed, suffering British subjects, 
your court will be pleased to submit his present petition to 
Government, and to recommend cither the appointment of an 
unexceptionable independant officer as Special Commissioner : 
Or request the Suddur Dewanny Adawlut to take up and inves¬ 
tigate the whole of the matter detailed in your Petitioner’s an¬ 
swer to Mr. Officiating Collector Read's report of the 16th Au¬ 
gust last; and your Petitioner, as in duty bound, will ever 
pray* 

Pumeea; 30th November , 1833. A. IMLACH. 

* A duplicate of the Petition was sent to the Commissioner of Reve¬ 
nue at the same time. 
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To the Sudder BoardJof Revenue, Fort William . 

The humble Petition o f Alexander lmlach , Manager of the 
muhulat jmrgunnas Havellee Poorneea , fyc. 

Sheweth, 

That, the Officiating Commissioner of Revenue, 12th Di“ 
vision, on the mere recommendation of the Collector, founded 
upon very slender grounds,—derived from insufficient, par¬ 
tial, investigation,—without bestowing a moment's consider¬ 
ation on the remonstrance of your Petitioner, has suspended 
your Petitioner from office pending the enquiry : 

That, against this order of the Commissioner for your Pe¬ 
titioner’s suspension, your Petitioner now begs leave to appeal 
to your Board, in the hope of meeting with that consideration, 
which has been denied him by the subordinate authorities 

That, it is not against the mere matter of suspension, as de¬ 
priving your Petitioner of his pecuniary allowance for a time, 
that your Petitioner appeals ; but it is for the removal of the 
injurious effects arising out of the Collector’s inconsiderate, 
partial, and even biassed recommendation* and the Officiating 
Commissioner’s easy and ready adoption of the measure, with¬ 
out any examination or enquiry, as if it were a matter of mere 
formality, that your Petitioner now presents himself before 
your Board .*— 

That, it is sufficiently clear, that the Collector’s recommen¬ 
dation of the measure of suspension is grounded upon the se¬ 
riousness of the charges brought against your Petitioner,— 
upon the possibility of the Petitioner’s exerting undue influ¬ 
ence over certain witnesses,—and upon tlie length of time that 
the enquiry was likely to last 

That, your Petitioner here begs leave to say a few words 
upon eacn of tfiese grounds of the Collector’s determination to 
suspend him from office :—that your Petitioner readily ac¬ 
knowledges the seriousness of the charges ; in which, on the 
appearance in evidence of the slightest semblance s to truth, 
your Petitioner would have cheerfully bent his head to an or¬ 
der for this suspension : that, on this head, your Petitioner 
humbly submits, that the evidence gone into up to the 11th of 
November, the date of the Collector’s recommendation of this 
injurious order, (it being no more than Mr. George Palmer’s 
self-convicting deposition, to which the attention of your Board 
has been called before now,) will not, to impartial mind bear 
out the Collector’s determination against him,—even exclusive 
of the important consideration, that the accuser of your Peti¬ 
tioner is not only a long established enemy, but at the same 



time stands convicted ofbringingf forward false charges against 
your Petitioner by means of intrigue and combination,—and 
lias moreover, on the strength of audacity of no commftn stamp, 
had the extraordinary presumption to repeat some of those 
identical charges even m the present case :—* 

That, with respect to the possibility of your Petitioner’s 
exerting undue influence over certain witnssses, your Petitioner 
has already in his petition of the 22d November stated to your 
Board his readiness to withdraw the names of those that might 
be considered objectionable by the court: and here your Pe¬ 
titioner humbly submits to your Board,—of what avail can be 
the influence, of an isolated individual, situated as your Peti¬ 
tioner has been, with heavy charges hanging over his head, with 
the marked countenance ; nay, the open support of the autho¬ 
rities of the district directly opposed to him in devotion to 
the cause of his inveterate accuser, and their own friends ! 
Needs your Petitioner produce, or impartial justice demand, a 
stronger proof than the spirit of bold, artful, interested advoca¬ 
cy, wnich breathes through their official representation of the 
16th August to the Commissioner’s address, and by the Com¬ 
missioner forwarded to your Board ? Needs your Board to 
be informed that the then Officiating Collector firmly united 
from the first, and by existing circumstances farther strength¬ 
ened in his attachment to the interest of your Petitioner’s op¬ 
ponents, is still on the spot, filling an official situation in the 
collectorship and magistracy of the district ? With this re* 
markable connection immediately before his eyes, what influ¬ 
ence, then, can the Collector have been dreading for the ends 
of public justice, from an individual, who in the full possession 
of his office, is comparatively powerless? With such nicety 
of observation, and anxiety for the ends of even-handed jus¬ 
tice, did it never occur to him, even after the perusal of your 
Petitioner’s reply to the officiating Collector’s report, that the 
very remarkable circumstances of the case, over which he was 
presiding, admitted any thing like a chance of influential pres¬ 
sure from the opposite side of the question ? 

That, whilst the President of the Court of Enquiry ap¬ 
pears, by some means , which your Petitioner submits are not 
to be found tn the records , impressed with the necessity of dis¬ 
arming the manager of his official influence, considered dan- 

S tous to the cause of justice in wliich he is embarked, and 
e Commissioner of Revenue** undisturbed by any considera¬ 
tion of possible or probable injury arising out of the measure, 

' fcj' i .i. . . — . — . 

*» Be* Mr* Commissioner I*ee Warner’s letter to the Collector, No* 
rtfe dated the 28th June 1830.—See Appendix D. 
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however fqosely recommended % the President, at once confirms 
its necessity ;—your Petitioner cannot refrain from stating as 
One of the effects of Mr. George Palmer’s ascendancy, and of 
the junction of the local authorities with him, that mookhtare^ 
from fear, refused to act in this business for your Petitioner, 
and the pleaders, with exception of onr man, fly from it 
under a variety of pleas,—although there is hardly any business 
transacting just now in the zilla court of Poorneea. Whereas, 
on the other side, safe and secure, upon grounds best 
known to himself, a wakeel of the court has, in disobedience 
to the order of a roobnlcaree of the zilla court,—in violation 
of the existing regulations, been boldly acting at discretion, 
as Mookhtar for your Petitioner’s opponents. That your Pe¬ 
titioner applied to the zilla court for permission to 'the only 
wakeel who consented to act for your Petitioner, and your Pe¬ 
titioner’s application was returned, without any Proceedings 
being held, or order passed upon it in violation of the injunc¬ 
tions of sec. 6 reg. 4 of 1793, with a verbal reference to a 
mere verbal answer to a written application of the wakeel 
himself of some days prior date ; That your Petitioner then 
applied to said court for a copy of its order to th & wakeel 
who is acting for his opponents, and his application was gra¬ 
ciously returned without any notice or effect :—That your Pe¬ 
titioner then, after mature enquiry represented to the Collector 
the circumstance of this pleader of the zilla court acting on 
the part of your Petitioner's accuser without the prescribed 
sanction of the court to which he belongs; but all the no¬ 
tice that your Petitioner’s representation met with, was the 
placing of it on the file, and the wakeel nas in spite of such re¬ 
presentation been allowed not only to act in court without any 
kind of objection whatever, but thus engaged, as he profes¬ 
sionally stands in the pending investigation, he has, in company 
with another agent in this business, been allowed admittance 
even into the private residence of the President of this remark¬ 
able Court of Enquiry,—That, your Petitioner here submits, 
can all this be the result of pure accident, altogether unleaven¬ 
ed with any sort of study or intention? That, as your Peti¬ 
tioner will have occasion to draw again your attention to the 
point of official influence in another place, he forbears com¬ 
menting upon it for the present any farther : 

That, the third ground of the Collector’s recommendation 
for the suspension of your Petitioner: the Jength of time 
that the enquiry might last, as being remarkably insufficient, 
it deserving of the particular notice of your Board ; that pre- 



-tionsto the determination of youif Petitioner’s suspension, the 
Collector devoted to his open enquiry in Court, no more than 
four hours, and since then, (lltn Novr.) up to 4th December 
not more than five hours, altogether constituting 9hours. * And 
here your Petitioner submits, that the devotion of any part of 
his time to the pending enquiry depended more upon himself 
than upon your Petitioner, with reference either to nis personal 
convenience, or to leisure from his other avocations :—that 
whatever be the cause, your Petitioner humbly submits, whe¬ 
ther the President of the Court of Enquiry has not, in the first 

{ >!ace, inflicted a serious injury upon your Petitioner by hisdi- 
atory proceedings, and in the next by converting it into a rea¬ 
son tor his suspension :—That, leaving your Board to decide 
upon this part of his grievances, your Petitioner now humbly 
craves your Board's permission, although the evidence against 
him be almost closed, to protest against the Collector's pro¬ 
ceeding any farther with tne business, on the ground of that 
officer’s having disqualified , by the most marked and open 
prejudging of your Petitioner's case : That, aware of the 
objections which are lying recorded before his eyes, with refer¬ 
ence to the former authorities, of the district, the Collector, a§ 
became his public situation, kept himself unconnected with all 
the parties,—and farther, as likewise became a member of pri¬ 
vate society, seemingly alive to the feelings of a circumscribed 
neighbourhood,—expressed his regret at the existence of the 
necessity for his doing so; and persevered in this laudable course 
for the space of two months : that as President of the Court of 
Enquiry, he thus unconnected, went through the accusation 
against your Petitioner as well as his answer to it; thus uncon¬ 
nected, |jie proceeded also into the evidence of Mr. George 
Palmer, the first witness brought forward on the plaintiff's side 
but immediately afterwards, in spite of this witness's extraor¬ 
dinary self-condemning deposition, —the Collector not only 
recommends your Petitioner’s suspension from office but by 
bis marked personal behaviour,—in open violatiou of the rule 
he had avowedly laid down for himself,—by the public breach 
of propriety ana decorum, alike becoming and necessary to 
the situation *>f the President of a Court of Enquiry,—he 
throws himself at once in the arms of this very witness, with 
whom the prosecution originated, and by means of whom it is 
*till carrymgfon; tha your Petitioner submits,—in this inci. 
it stage of the enquiry, from such remarkable conduct, is 

Widie 4th No?embtr about 2 hoars ; on the 11th the same; andmucb 
aborts asms on tbs 18th tad 8 hours oa ths 4th Decembtr. 
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not the conclusion justifiable, that the mind of die Collector, 
—the judgment of the President of the Court of Enquiry,— 
(whatever, from attendant cifcumstanges, be the nature of^ 
lue of thrft judgment,) Had been made up and completely foil¬ 
ed against your Petitioner ? Is there any room leu fbf theje* 
dulgence of hope, that he is still looked upon with an equal 
eye, or tliat even-handed justice is any longer likely to beet- 
tended to your Petitioner ? That ,in.sugpltting the foregoing 
grounds of his appeal against suspension, ana in protestmg 
against the (Collector's being permitted to proceed any f&rdjifr 
with the investigation, your Petitioner appeals to your Englpdt 
feelings, alive to a due sense of the high character of Brittwl 
Justice} whether that Justice, in any stage of this ejtti'aqr$$i« 
nary prosecution, (save the removal of his former suspension^} 
lias, at any time with even hand, be.en measured out to yotfir 
Petitioner,—or that, under existing circumstances, at the 
hands of the present Authority, is at all likely to be.measured 
out to him ?—That, firm in Ins own rectitude, your Petitioner 
fears not the most rigid* scrutiny,—and submits to your Board, 
whether he has not prayed for it loiig and aloud: and in his 
present Petition of appeal also he begs leave to address to your 
Board the same urgent prayer,—and moreover, to beseech your 
Board to graht it without any farther delay ; and, in doing so, 
vour Petitioner begs permission to state to your Board that, 
by means of this injurious delay, the unquestionable, long 
established ascendency of Mr. George Palmer , strengthened 
by a fresh accession in the open bias of the new Ruling 
Authority, has had its numerous ministers busily engaged, to 
the full extent of their power, to raise up fresh enemies against,, 
your Petitioner; and, that, in order to secure the confirmation 
of this said Mr. George Palmer's alike credible and credi ta¬ 
ble, hearsay evidence, the highest Judicial Native officer of 
the district,—the acting Principal Sudder U meeh, hdb gone so' 
far as to threaten to out-swear one of the Principal Witness# ? 
against your Petitioner, if he did not depose as required try 
this influential delegate of this Prince of Witnesses:—That, 
sensible that any farther detail, either in comment upon the 
evidence, or exposition of the diabolical machinations of tb| 
combination, which has. been formed against him, wouldhere 
beoutofplace,your Petitioner,with pam. forbears enterings * 
iqto either, and concludes with humbly soliciting, that ‘jm 
Boar<| will graciously take all his preceding PeiittOns, .'«j| 
common with tikis his Petition, in appeal, into theifmatutVf 
Consideration, and graht your Petitioner's reiterated prayer for 
^ full y independent^ Judicial investigation^ injustice to the 
individual case of your much injured Petitioner, as well as the 



66 


violated viglits of a tot numerous clam of defenceless British 
Subject*And your Petitioner} as in duty bound, wilfrtever 
pray. * l 

(Signed) A. IMLACH. 

Poorneea , 7th December, 1833. 


To the Officiating Commissioner of Revenue. 

12th Division, 

i 

The humble Petition of Alex akdeji Imlach, Manager 
ofMuhullat Purgunas Have l lee, Poorneea , #c. 

She wet ii, 

' That, your Petitioner, in consequence of tlie notorious 
marked subservience of the Umlas of the Collector’s Office to 
the interests of the Mootahids , (X Sf G. Palmers , and his no¬ 
minal Accuser Bijai Govind Singh ,—and the machinations 
of a numerous band of Agents of various descriptions employed 
by them,--as well as the swaying, tutoring, and preparation 
of witnesses brought forward against your Petitioner, your Pe¬ 
titioner felt the necessity of all possible watchfulness, and ac¬ 
cordingly made arrangements for the attendance of some per¬ 
sons in conjunction with his Mohhtar in the Collector’s office, 
for the purpose of taking down the regular as well as the irre¬ 
gular proceedings, which have become rather common in his 
case, and noting down the names of witnesses to the remark¬ 
able sayings and doings, which have been tolerated against 
yqur Petitioner.—That, the adoption of this measure of pro¬ 
curing notes daily in the case of your Petititoner, has been im¬ 
peratively called for by the Collector’s refusal of copies of cer¬ 
tain depositions, upon the extraordinary ground in the order 
arbitrarily passed upon his application of the 11th December, 
that, K As the depositions were taken down in the presence of 
a the Applicant , it is useless to grant him the copies re* 
“guiredf 

That,you| Petitioner just now forbears drawing your atten¬ 
tion to it as a matter of complaint, by comments naturally aris¬ 
ing but of the remarkable spirit of the aforesaid order;—but 
lively refers, to itfofthe present as indicating-a very strong 
Alison for theemployment.pf «ids to his Mohntar jn iiki^ 
notes:— 



Tbt, your Petitioner had leaked on the Court of Enquiry 
as an open Court, and not a secret committee, and instructed 
bis people to look upon it in the same lightthat, agreeably 
to his instructions, under the immediate observation of tlieCoJ* 
lector, they had till this day been allowed to proceed undis* 
turbed in the open performance of the duty assigned them : 
That, one of these men, whilst in the act of jtaking notes, with* 
out interfering in the slightest degree either with the Court 
itself, or with any person unconnected with the court, whs, at 
the instance of a mokhtar , acting on the part of your Petition¬ 
er’s convicted false Accuser,* on the plea of his not being your 
Petitioner’s constituted attorney, ordered by the Collector 19 
be turned out of Court 

That, your Petitioner here craves permisson to bring to' 

J rour notice, by way of contrast, the conduct of the said Col¬ 
ector, in passing unnoticed the recorded remonstrance of your 
Petitioner regarding an established waked of the zilla court, 
acting as mokhtar on the part of his Accuser, in opposition 
to the order of the Court to which he belongs, and open viola¬ 
tion of the regulation which bears upon a waked'$ acting as 
mokhtar in any other Court:— 

That, meeting such unequal consideration from the Presit 
dent of a Court, which according to the avowal elicited from 
the President himself,+ is itself based upon such narrow print 
ciples, as to be considered incompatible with the ends of equal 
justice, your Petitioner after praying often and aloud for the 
appointment of a competent Court, has, with feelings which 
he cannot venture to describe, personally withdrawn himself 
from the very questionable farther progress of the pending En¬ 
quiry, leaving people, as above stated, to aid his mokhtar in 
taking notes for the use of your Petitioner jigaifist exigency - 
That, under these circumstances, by a leaning to the side 
of his Accuser, which stands recorded on the face of the Col¬ 
lector’s own proceedings, by the arbitrary turning out of his 
people, as above described, he has deprived your Petitioner of 
the means of early information, indispensably necessary to his 
defence:— 

Your Petitioner therefore prays that, this Court will take 
«is representation, with reference in particular to the Collec¬ 
tor’s extraordinary refusal tp grant copies of papers required 
by your Petitioner, into its maturest consideration, and pass 
sack orders upon it, as to its wisdom may seem meet, for se- 

■ 1 mi ip __ ‘ m—n-1-nr 

* See your Court’s letter No. 607. under date the 28th June, 1830. 

. T See Me, Collector Qouidshury's roobakarec of the JHh NovCm* 
*®33 in page of the Postscript. 
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curing to your Petitioner undisturbed the right of watching 
over nis interests by all such jegal means as your Petitioner 
may choose to employ:—and your Petitioner, as in duty bound, 
will ever pray.— 

( Signed) A. 1MLACH. 

Doorneea, 23d December , 1833. 


G borge Palmer, inhabitant of (be neighbourhood 
of the Lines, son of Colonel, Samuel Palmer, aged 
38 years, employment Mootahidee, appeared before 
the Collector on Monday the 11th November, 1833, 
corresponding with Jhe 27lli Karteek, 1240 Bengal 
Era, and after the oath on the Testament was admi¬ 
nistered to him, deposed:—- 

Question. —That, in the matter of the charges preferred by 
Jlqja Bijai Gobind Sing, eight-annas share owner of Havellee, 
Poorneea, &c. against Mr. Imlach, Surburakar of the said 
estate, he has named you a witness to the charges of bribe &c, 
you are therefore asked to declare all you know of the bribe ? 

Answer .—Whilst negociating for the settlement of 1240 
Moolkee, about two or three days previous to it ( the settle¬ 
ment, ) 1 went to the Surburakar , Mr. Iinlacli’s house, and 
the Surburakar took me into the S. E. room, and shewing 
me a book, which contained the rental of the purgunnas to be 
let, asked me to give him a bribe of 6,000 rupees per an¬ 
num for five years, and he would reduce the rent an equal 
sum. 1 replied that at such a reduction, the farm would not 
yield enough to pay the rent, and requested him to remit some* 
thing more, on which the Surburakar gave up ten thousand 
and odd rupees,* and told me to make my written application 


* From the rent of the last lease of the farm of the deponent and his 
elder brother, the Collector ordered the manager in 1830 to remit rupees 
7,110,10, 5| annually ; because he considered that sum could not be 
legally enforced; and they got their present for only rupees 
2,889,5,14| less than the amount of rent they paid for the last lease ; 
but notwithstanding this,—and, in spite of the Collector's proceedings 
_ on this subject, which are in the Collector’s office, and the accounts of 
'’"the estate, this witness has the hardihood to swear that the manager 
sulked him for a bribe of 0000 rupees per annum for five years, and be 
jvoqld reduce an equal sum in this wi tness' rent > and on the solicitation 
iffhe deponent he gave up tea thousand and odd rupees 111 
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for the farm. At that tiijfie I bad engaged Bishun Moee> 
Chowder tern , wife of Kishun Chunder, for my security $ 
and she had also written a letter to the Surburakar agreeing to 
become my security; but after the application for the form 
was accepted, Bislum Moee, on frivolous pretences did 
not become security. The Surburakar had sent foe 
security bond under charge of Saeef Alee to the said Chow* 
deraeen et Tazpore for her signature ; Saeef Aleh staid 
there some days, but she did not execute it, and put him 
off with excuses; therefore, Saeef Alee wrote to the 
Surburakar , that Bishun Moee, Chowdcraeen, had not signed 
and sealed the security, and requested to know whether he 
should remain or return ; his urjee with a note from himself, 
the Manager sent to me on the 19th March, 1832, requesting 
to know, whether he should allow Saeef Alee to remain there 
or call him back ? This note is in my possession. I wrote an 
answer, but have not got a copy of it: afterwards when 
Bishun Moee would not sign the security, Saeef Alee returned ; 
that, on this 1 stated tp the Surburakar that as Bishun 
Moee had refused to become security, what should I do ? 
the Manager advised me to look out for other security, and 
endeavoured himself to procure security for me; that after 
this,on the4thApril, 1832, the Manager wrote men letter, 
saying that two cousins, who resided in the town, wished to 
become my security, and besides whom another possessed of 
5,000 begas can be got. After that I may perhaps have written 
to the Surburakar to ascertain who the Cousins were ? The 
Manager answered by letter dated 10th April, that the persona 
were the proprietors of Istemrar Sirsee Plashunee, named lChy* 
ratee Jan ana Mirja Muhumdee, and that it would be well 
for me to send a man to sound them ; that in the sunud 7,000 
begas are specified, and from one of the joint owners Aga Sahib 
had bought a four-anna share, and if I spoke to the Aga, 
who is acquainted with all the proprietors, he would get Uie 
matter arranged ; This letter also is in iny possession.—After 
this, the Manager wrote me a letter in englhh without date,, 
saying that he nadjearnt from Oomrow Sing, tnookhlar , that 
the whole of the Istemrar Sersee Plasbunee: consisted of 10,000 
begas; Aga A hmud Alee Khan’s share alone is stated to be 
4,000 begas, and between the two Cousins 6,000 begas being 
the share of one Cousin, there are in all 10,000 begas : agreea¬ 
bly to this (alluding to the Aga’s £ share) the amount would 
be 20,000 begas: The Manager did not comprehend the 
matter. The 20,000 according to Oomrow Sing’s account 
turning out only 16,000 begas. To clear up which he sug- 



gested the accounts of the putwaUes with their signature* aft 
nece»sary, or any other mode 1 might think preferable t This 
letter is likewise in my ]>ossesFion.**—After this the Manager 
again wrote me (mother letter on the 12th April, 1832, stating 
that if by to-morrow Rishun Chund, the husbund of Bishuft 
Moee, did not arrive, he would call on me for other security i 
This letter is also in my possession. After this, the Manager 
again Wrote me a letter on the 27th April, regarding Shaih 
Hu&en Rezu, as security, whose son was at Patha, and id 
whose name the landed property had been transferredThere* 
fore some delay occurred in the arrival of the mokhtatnama 
respecting the security; ir. consequence of which the Surburakar 
wrote (hat the potta and qnbooleeat could not be exchanged, but 
1 might take an umulnama and go on with my settlements; and 
that on receiving my answer he would immediately send the 
l tmtilnatna and asked if any thing else occurred to met This let* 
ter 1 have also got.—When Bishun Moee refused to become 
security, on the security of others: namely Shah Sahib, 
Tesnaruin Sing, Talever Sing emd others, I received 
the potta. Previous to the settlement of the aforesaid people 
being my securities, 1 thought within myself from the corrup* 
lion and covetousness of the Surburakar , that if he did nol 
get more than 6,000 rupees, he might perhaps throw some 
obstacles in the way of the settlement; therefore one day when 
the Manager came to my house, I told him that if the settle¬ 
ment were made on the security of others, l should give him 
besides the 6,000 rupees, 1,200 rupees per annum more for 
live years.— 1 The Manager heartily consented to this and desired 
me to consult my brother about it; but I did not tell my 
brother of it because my brother had repeatedly folford me 
tb take forms at a high rata. 1 listened not to this and com¬ 
mitted a piece of lolly and took the farm. On this account I 
considered that, having contrary to the advice ofmy brother, 
taken the farm at a high rent, if I mentioned to him the bribe 
to the Manager he would be displeased. This mas fny inteft* 
ii°n » that ij the farm turned out profitable , I should give the 
Manager what I had promised , and afterwards tell my 
brother of it ; but if there be no profity 1 should state my 
situation to the Manager . At that time I had no idea of the 
siotie-heartedness Of the Surburakar . I had considered it at 
; certain , that the instant he should hear oj the state ofmy 
; firm he would not call for the bribe agreed upon . I do not 
recollect the month, but one day, I, the deponent, went to the 
Manager's house, and told him of the bad state of ihe form, 
wtd foteesj and stated to him that 1 wasexurewdy a&xiotur 
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nbottt what 1 had given my Word for :—On this fhe MaiWjgsf 
remarked, Do not give yourself a thought about it: but alter 
thi9, the Manager commenced in a variety of ways his enmity 
towards me : Fronj amongst the gumeendors, one granted me 
a remission, but the Manager dissuaded and prevented the 
others fiom doing so.—-Some time after the bundabust ,—*the 
period 1 do not exactly recollect, my elder brother came to and 
returned from Poorneea twice or thrice ; and when 1 ftet the 
Manager, he asked me, if 1 had consulted with my brother^ 
bat as I did not wish to mention the matter then to my elder 
brother, i replied to the Manager that 1 had not. Hence I 
think that some doubt was generated in the Surburakar'e 
mind about his getting the bribe aforesaid :—I therefore went 
one day to visit the Surburakar, un.d having seated myself ia 
the middle room, got into conversation there, when the Ma¬ 
nager called me away into the south room, and remarked that 
“Life is uncertain, for what you have promised me, if you 
give me a document, it will be better. ’ Then the Surour • 
akar either out of his box, or from under a bundle of papers, 
took a slip ot China paper, on which was written the form of 
agreement for payment of the bribe, and gave it to me. It is 
written in pencil, “ that before or during the month of Aprils 
1833, we promise that to Alec. /” ( which are the initials of 
his name) “ sicca rupees 7,200 we shall pay, value received 


* The falsehood of the charge advanced against the Manage^ 
admits of easy proof: The Witness was distressed in 1832 in conse* 
quence of his collection^ not going on successfully. In proof, tbs 
Manager holds a letter [ sec annexed letter ] of his, complaining of hi« 
Muhajun, Salamut Rae, and begging assistance in every possible way. 
Tiie Manager at length, at a personal interview, agreed to advauce him 
the sum of 7,200 rupees, being an amount, lying idle upon h>s hands at 
the time.—and at the witness’s request drew up in pencil the form of * 
note of hand, to be executed by the witness and his brother ; it being 
conditioned that the money was not to remain in their hands beyond 
the period of their present lease,—and that it should be optional with the 
Manager at the expiration of each year, either to take the money, or i 
fresh note, *s circumstances might render expedient. Here the business 
stopt,—as the witness in combination With some influential friends, as 
well in as out of office, began to concoct jx plan for obtaining, by their 
means a very substantial remission f 24,000 rupees per annum j in his 
jumma or stipulated rent.—Now, lest this paltry sum of seven thousand 
odd hundred rupees should to some people, imposed upon by his external 
Pomp and parade, appear to be beneath the dignity of so great a matt as 
Mr. George Palmer, and therefore not likely to be solicited or Accepted 
by him in the manner mentioned above, suffice it to state,—that, it lias 
not been beneath his dignity to borrow from Radha Sahoo of BhuwSnee- 
poor 2,100 Eh from Rtyaram Koomar €,000 rs. besides 12,000 rs» itt 



72 


imd below are written— “ 1831-3&36-and 37and request-, 
ed me to give him, agreeably to this form one agreement for 
five years or five agreements for the five years.—After giving 


edva nee for this year's rent, from Rampurshad Choudhree 700 rs. from 
Bundhoo kmg 10,000 rupees, and small sums from many oilier in¬ 
dividuals. Shah Ulee Ruza holds an instalment bond from this witness agree 
ing to pay him 6,000 rs. per annum for b years, the witness having, by a 
* 80 Tt of management, peculiar to himself, got clear of the interest not only 
ol some eight or nine years previous, but also tor the time to come. Sa' 
lamut ltae, his muhajun, holds a bond for 20,000 rupees. It may not 
be annss to state farther what the manager has discovered since the 
commencementnt the operations of the Cabal against him; i. e. that the 
list oi his own and his brother, Mr. Charles Palmer's property, which 
lie shewed to the manager and Mr. Hawkins when about to renew his 
lease m 1632* amounting to about 50,000 rs. exhibited what had been 
mortgaged to oalamut Hue as security for this loan More of this 
hereafter belore a competent Court. 

fhe mode adopted by the manager in the letting out of the estates 
in his charge, is proved to be that of early public notification, and pubiio 
bidding, it is also proved, that, in common with others, the Plaintiff 
himself was in the field at the time of the settlement;—and farther, that 
he was opposed to, and bidding against Mr. G. Palmer himself, and, if 
he Imd succeeded in furnishing security as required by the notification, 
he would have carried the day against him. Under these circumstances, 
does their appear to be any room for the negociation of Mr. Palmer’s 
alleged arrangement ot corruption with the manager? But this is not 
all. this worthy witness’ inimical disposition would seem completely 
to have got the better of his understanding,—or, he must certainly have 
calculated upon being carried through thick and thin by the friendly ex¬ 
ertions ot a barefaced confederacy. Now mark what follows:—The re¬ 
mission ot the sum of 7,110, 10,5§ annually from the jumtna of this wit¬ 
ness last lease ol the farm, was ordered by the Collector in 1830, be¬ 
cause, according to his judgment, file payment of that amount could not 
be legally enforced; and this remission, according to the Collector's order, 
was regularly granted by the manager. This fact, recorded as it stands 
on the puhhc proceedings of the Collector of the district, the witness 
dispute. The Jttmma of his present lease is only 2.889: 
5- l4g short of the rent which he paid for his last lease of the farm 
and lie has moreover declared upon oath that the productiveness of the 
farm had decreased. This also, being a documentary matter, it is nut 
in his power to deny. 1 hus, the beniht arising out of his agreement 

to pay #nually the sum of 7,200 rs. exceeds not 2,889: 6:14i per 
annum! H » % v 

. y* 1*®!• “just then one think of the audacity of this witness,—of the prin¬ 
ciples and the character of this man, when one finds him swearing to th *«f 
extraordinary charge of meditated bribery against the manager, and not 
on! j implicating himself in the same crime, but at the same time cimrging 
rlT 111 * addition alone ot imposition of no common stamp, and 
hm putting to sham the adage ot there being honour even among 
B igues and lhievcs ? The adage, perhaps, in this witness’ opinion. 



the tills form, lie also said that I should consult with my bro¬ 
ther and give him the agreement, but I neither consulted with 
my brother, nor gave the agreement.—After this, I brought 
before the Manager the ruinous state of my farm,—on hearm^ i 
this, becoming hopeless of veceiv ing the bribe, he commenc¬ 
ed his deceitful contrivances to ruin us. On my oath 1 havtit ' 
declared from my heart what is true. < 

: i 


in romraon with that of some others, refers to Rogues and Thieves as a 
regular professional body, and excludes from its range, such mental 
reservations as the present, when practised by Gentlenggpi like himself 
on particular occasions alone: and one is justified in this inference* 
from its being tolerated in the society in which he still moves,—of which 
he evidently forms a valuable member, and which is composed of all tM 
Public Officers attached to the station, as well as some Gentlemen set¬ 
tled as indigo Planters in the district.— 

Copy of the letter alluded to above 

A. 1MLACH, Esq. X8th August, 18391 

My Dear Imlach, 

The (Coach tells me he will agree to whatever you order him in regard 
to paying tHe 54 va. rs. jumma for the two years; but he only wants 
to make known his hard case to you, and if after hearing what he has to 
say, you still think he ought to pay that sum, he will give it.— 

1 have just dispatched 11,000 sa. rs. of our rente,—You will be sur¬ 
prised to hear only 4,000 sa. rs. have been received from Futteypore, 
and about 5,000 from Slireepore—In the greatest part of the two puf- 
gvnnahs especially in Shreepore, the pooneak is not even made, and 
the ryuts say, no mahajun will advance them a rupee, from there being 
no ram yet for their Rapa, on which crop they generally borrow: tf 
any force is used for the collections the ryuts run away.—Charles 
writes me two or three of his Futteypore ryuts run every day, and bo 
does not know when they will stop doing so.— 1 really know not what 
is to be done, if rents are duly exacted from the *Shreepore ; and Fut¬ 
teypore ryuts ; sure ruin must be the consequence; but by giving them 
time to ropakur, we may bring round matters, and by the blessing ef 
God a good fall of rain, set all to rights again, and 1 trust nil may turnout 
lor the best.—I will send you every rupee 1 can till the kist is paid off, 
and then pay the servants their wages. 

Do my friend assist me in every way yon can to enable us to get over 
these difficulties. That old fellow, Sullamut Roy. seeing the situation 
yre are in, instead of making his terms easier and lighter for us, has en¬ 
deavoured to make us pay him more than before, and 1 must do all I can 
to manage without him, and not submit to his imposition.—I am quite 
uneasy, and must be so till 1 have paid up your kist —Can you kindly 
oblige me by sending me the 1,000 sa. rs. for the Doctor’s bungalow 
#9)4 to t)ie Rajahs : every little is a help at present— 

** 

Your’s sincerely • 

( Signed ) GEO. PALMER. 


„ Qncstion.~-tla.ie you got tlie^fbrm for the bribe which the 
Manager gave you ? 

Answer. —I have got it with me, and deliver it to the 
Court,—as also the seven letters alluded to above, and another 
of the 27th April 1832, with which the Manager sent the um* 
ulnorna —in ail l deliver in eight letters. On the 16th Bysack 
1240,1 received the umulnama 9 and fifteen days after that, the 
kubooleeat and potla were executed. 

Question .—That Rajah Bejai Gobind Sing has caused 
to be written in the 4th clause of his deposition, that prevU 
eus to the bundobust of purgunnas Huvellee, Poomeea &c. 
the Manage r*went to purgunna, Soorjapore, and asked Pana* 
hoolu, dewan of Ranee Zohoorun Nisa, part proprietress of 
that purgunna 9 to take the farm of muhullat Huvellee and 
. Sooltanpore in partnership with himself: do you, witness, 
know any thing of this matter t 

Answer .—/ am not a witness to this matter. Whatever I 
heard from the said Sliaik Panahoola, 1 am going to detail; It 
occurs to my recollection that Shaik Panahoola came to Pur* 
meafrom Kishungunge in June, 1833 ; and one day,—the date 
1 do not remember,—the said Shaik Sahib came to visit me at 
my residence in Mr. D’Assis’s house. In the cotirse of con* 
versation, l asked the Shaik Sahib whether he did intend to 
take farm in muhullat Havellee, Poomeea, &c. ? and who had 
brought him to this? He replied, “ that whatever passed 
“ between him and the Surburakar respecting the izara took 
“ place when the Surburakar and he were by themselves, and 
“ lie would now also repeat to me in private.’’* I seated my* 
self close to him, and told him, now we are by ourselves^ 
9fate the particulars . He related t£ that previous to the farni- 
“ ing out the estate, the Surburakar had gone to KLihhungungp 
4t and one day be came to the Ranees * in the morning to 
u visit me, and told me that he desired to say something in 
4t private, therefore the persons who had been present were 
sent out. Then Mr. Imlach stated the muhullat purgunnas 
4< Huvellee, &c. are about to be let out very shortly, among 
them, purgunnas Huvellee and Sooltanpore, and muhullat 
u Khangy are very profitable; do you take the farm of them 
44 in one of your dependant’s name, and give your own, or 
M some other security, on this Shaik Sahib remarked that lip 
would not be able to manage the farm; the Surburakar 
44 fluid, I shall get it managed for you, leave that to me—* 1 ’ 
After this 1 asked the Shaik Sahib, In what way did he advise 
you to take the farm ? and whether* did he want to hold an 

h- - ■ . ' ... .— 

"•^^JCIeorbee. 
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interest or share |n it ? He replied, «yes, he wanted to hold 
a share." I heard this in June of tne present year from the 
Shaik Sahib , and told it to Raja Bijai Govind Sing, Sahib* 
At that time the Shaik Sahib did not know that R<ya Bijai 
Govind Sing would- complain, and he should be nominated 
as witness.—When he heard that Raja Bijai Govind Sing,' 
Sahib , had complained, and his name had been entered at • 
witness, he was displeased, and resorted to several contri¬ 
vances to escape fiom giving evidence ; and remarked that w I * 
“ do not know Raja Bijai Govind Sing, why has he 
“ nominated me as a witness ? I moreover said, that what- 
“ ever Mr. Imlach stated was fact, but the word partnership 
“ was never uttered by him."— On hearingthis I whs surprise 1 
cdy and said at first you mentioned this in one way and no\f 
another ; hence I conclude that you now express yourself iii 
this manner to release yourself from giving evidence.-—After 
this Shaik Panahoola repaired from Rishungunge to .Purnea ’ 
in September of the current year, and came to my house to 
visit me ; when we met, 1 asked him, that you at first, said 
so and so—and now you say another thing, i.e. Mr. Imlach never 
mentioned the wore! partnership; and I then remarked , that 
did not signify whether he mentioned the word Partnership 
or not ; pray state fairly that from whatever passed between 
you and Mr . Imlach in regard to the bundobust of 
the said muhals, what did you infer ? Did or did it. 
not appear to you, that the Surburakar wanted to take 
the farm jointly with you for his own benefit ? The Shaik . 
Sahib replied, u yes, that this was his object appeared 
“ clearly from the Surburakar *s conversation. He also said 
“ that the management rested with him." On this I remarked, 
what did it signify, whether the Surburakar used the word 
partnership or not ? The intention of the Surburakar in speak¬ 
ing privately with the Shaik Sahib was to take the farm , 
jointly.—The Shaik Sahib may be called and examined on 
oath. Whatever passed between him and the Manager, he - 
■will stgte explicitly: for he is a respectable man, and wh<$% 
he takes an oath, it is certain that he will tell the truth. 
Whatever I heard from him, I have stated. 

Question. —When the conversation between you and die 
Manager regarding the bribe of 6,000 rupees took place, whet 
other persons were there present ? 

Answer .— No other person was present: the Manager is 
not such a green hand as to speak of bribe before others. 

<?tfw#io«.—When you and the Manager talked about the 
Deed for the bribe was any other person present ? 

Answer*—* No other person was present. 



Quetlim by S urpuraJtar-^W^s the estate let mil in 

Ike kuchuree , or my private dwelling ? 

'The settlement apparently took place in the 
kuchuree, and the conversation that took place between me 
and the Manager was in his house: i. e. on looking at dp 
jumma of die pur gamuts in the book, whatever passed with 
regard to the bribe was in the house. 

(Signed.) GEOQG@ PAEMJSR. 


No. 335. Mis. Dept. 

To F. Gouldsbury, Esq. Collector of Purneah. 

Sir, I have perused with attention your letter of the 1st in- 
slant, with the per&ian papers and proceeding* that accom¬ 
panied it, as also all the previous correspondence on the sub¬ 
ject, and have no hesitation in giving my opinion that they do 
•not bear out Raja Bejai Govind King in the accusations he 
has preferred against Mr. Imladi the Surburakar of the es¬ 
tates, and with advertence to the circumstances stated by 
Collector Hawkins of dale 10th August 1832 para. 4. * I 
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# Pare. 4 . of Mr. Collector Hawkins* letter of the 10M August 1832. 
to ft. fm Wai ter, Gsqr. Commissioner of [Revenue 12 th Division. 
“ Xoa ace aware dpt half dp Estate, is the property of the sous of Rqja 
11 Sreenerein Ufe. The other halfhas been adjudged to filiya Jlia, .the 
u father of Bejai Govind Sing, by the Court of Sudder Devvauuy Adawlut 
** now forms the subject of an appeal to the Privy Council, preferred by 
“ the iate Raja and carried on after bis death by his sou. To them the 
* Mppoval of die Surburakar would be a measure of great hardship, ap 
“ mty have succeeded to the estate by virtue of inlieritauce mid are natp- 
** rally anxiousto preserve their hereditary property; whereas Bhya /Jul 
“ tjhe father oi Bejai Govind Sing, was the first of his family who ever had 
"any thing to say to it. and the son, I fear, would have no objection to 
“ converthis share of the property into cash: avowing such to be the 
“ case* Bjjai Govind Si#g would never pay hil portion at the revenue, but 
** coaipelthe other party either to ppy tye whole or three pp a $jile of the 
“ entire property. I pro certainly justified in saying that Byai Qovind 
“ Sing can nave no good object in view in wishing to repove the Surburar 
f ‘ bar, ifgopd management be his object, tlaart has 'been already fully 
“ attained, as for the last 3years the estate has yielded a much larger 
u proitt thau It ever did Wore *ud there is scarcely a hegak. which is 
^ cultivable, out pjf cuUivfttioa?-. 
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request you will immediately restore Mr. Imlach to Itis si¬ 
tuation.-— '! 


1 am &c, 

Commissioner’s Office I*£h Division, C. W, STEEmfifk 
Mo^hyr, the 15th Feb. 1834. \ OfficL Gomr. of ffaiti* 

r. S. A copy of my peman proceeding of this da** 
is herewith sent for your information and guidance. * 


(True Copy.) ( Signed ) C. W. STEEMt 


Officiating Commissioner of Revenue* 
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Extract from Bejat Govind Sing’s Petition , dated 1 Oth 
Kotik. 1237 Moolkee : corresponding with the 3rd . November 
1829 . 

“ Par. 3rd. In the time of Buzlul Hossain, Surburakar , 
« Mr. Charles and Mr. George Palmer took a sudder farm of 
*« mehals, iHavellee^Poorneea, Sooltanpore, Futiy pore, Singeea, 
« Sfeepore and others, and fell considerably in arrears. They 
t M sent a statement to Baboo Byjnath Sing, the former Surbur - 
(< akur , praying for a remission on account of certain items of 
« expenditure, which, agreeably to the engagements, ought not 
« to nave been remitted. A copy of this was sent by the 
« Surburakar to me, and as I was dissatisfied from the first 
« that the farm had been given to those Gentlemen; and as 1 
« had farther presented a petition to the Sudder against them 
« on account of losses suffered, which was still under investi- 
« gation, 1 did not make any reply to the Surburakar. With- 
« out the knowledge of my omlah has given back the state- 
« tnent formerly filed, and has taken another including items 
w on account of» another farm; and wishes to make the remis- 
sions requested. Now these farms are for five years, and if 
« the remissions be allowed, the estate Will suffer to the 
« amount of upwards of 40,000 rs. Other parties will also 
<* make applications of the same nature, and then a loss of lacs 
“ of rupees'will accrue. ” 

APPENDIX. D 

Extract of Mr. Officiating Collector Hawkins' letter 
r fa the Commissioner , dated the 7th Dec. 1829. 

u It would perhaps be premature in me to offer an opinion 
a upon the case; but as far as 1 am enabled to judge from Mr. 
“ Imlach’s character, and his mode of conducting business; 
“aswell as from my own knowledge (obtained from the 
“ records of the office) of some of the allegations contained in 
<( the Petitions, I am led to believe that the charges are with- 
“ out foundation.'’ 

Extracts of Mr. Collector Lowis ' letter to the Commit* 
mtssioner, dated 18 th June , 1830. 

“ In compliance with your instructions, 1 called upon Bejai 
M Govind Sing to substantiate the accusation, of fraud and 
“ collusion, made in his petition; his answer I transmit here- 
M with, and you will no doubt be surprised when you learn, 
that he denies having made any such imputations agairt 
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w the Sttrburalcar . A reference to his petition will suffice to 
(( convict him on this occasion of a most impudent falsehood, 
“ as the words and are both applied 

“ in more than one place to that officer, nor does any farther 
#< remark on that head appear to me necessary, as it remain# 
with you to determine in what manner notice should be 
u taken of so unjust and unprovoked an attack* * 

“ It appears to me, that Mr. lmlach’s character, 
<c instead of being injured, has been made to stand even high- 
“ er than it did before by this investigation,—as it is quite 
u evident, that the enmity of both parties is excited only be- 
** cause he will not lend himself to the pitiful intrigues which 
<( each has been in the habit of carrying on for its own indivi- 
“ dual advantage. ” 


Extract of Mr, Commissioner Lee Warner's letter to 
Mr. Collector Lowis' address , dated 28M June, 1830. 

w The result of the enquiries, made by you, is highly satis* 
“ factory as regards the character and coiuMct of Mr. lmltich| 
(i \y ho inqavery circumstance has evinced a zealous and up* 
“ right detenmnation to discharge the duties entrusted to him, 
<c and he is entitled to every protection and encouragement 
“ consistent with the regulations which you in your official 
“ situation can shew him; the intrigue and * combination 
tc which i9 apparent in the manner in which the Petitioner! 
u have brought forward charges impeaching the character 
“ of,the Manager of the estate, the attempts, futile as tltei 
** are, to injure and defame Mr, Imlach, deserve the severest 
<e censure, and when the total want of all proof to establish 
“ any one charge is considered, 1 have no hesitation in re* 
cording my opinion that the accusations are totally unprov* 
* ed > ant ^ destitute of truth ; I am not aware of any Regula- 
** which authorizes me to direct you to fine them foi 
their unjustifiable proceedings, unless the general'issue of 
4t the investigation might render the Petitioners liable to till 
<e penalty directed to be imposed for disrespect to the Rev* 
Authorities, As it is, you will be pleased to call Ran 
* ,e jai -fGovind Sing, and Noonoo Missur, being the repre 
( ( Ranee Seedhawutty before you, and have tlu 

Petitions read to them, and having dwelt upon the unwar 
f an table fact of their preferring charges of such a criminal 
4 In 8 nature, without the shadow of proof to establish them 
, y° u . distinctly inform them that the charges are con- 
u f onsidered by me as totally unfounded, and that Mr. ImlacI 
-- “as the option of suing for damages in the Civil Court fb 
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it defamation of character, and s'ticti Other fftfitfefj as he fftay 
it think proper to bring forward against uiem. It is deeply 
a to be regretted, that native Gentlemen, proprietors of es- 
« tat«s,and possessing personal property to a considerable 
it extent, should not be more guarded in their conduct, and 
« Bl ,Her themselves to be led away by the sinister intentions 
« of those who seek only their own private advantage, without 
d reflecting on the consequences which must 
« feat* and the stigma and odnfra which remain attached to 
it the name of the unjust Accuser. You will inform them, 

«that the Revenue Authorities are ready at alt times to attend 
U to any complaints which may be brought to their notice j 
u j,ut it behoves the petitioners to remember that accusations 
t; Without proof will most certainly lead to the punishment of 
«the party so offending; and a repetition ot such an unlaw- 
« ful attempt to injure die character of Mr. lmlach, or any 
tt individual, with the intention of causing that person (who¬ 
mever it may be) to be removed from the Commission grant¬ 
ee^ to him as Manager of an estate (or as it may be) will 
^subject the Petitioners to an^ore marked degree of censure 
tt i^l is passed on this occasion, as j shall consider it my du¬ 
ct to report the circumstances for the consideration and or- 
ti dersof the Governor General in Council, that some public 
tt of Government’s disapprobation may be shewn, to en- 
it deavpur to put a stop to conduct so degrading to the charac- 
it ter. of a native gentleman. 
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APPENDIX- E 


Statement of the productiveness of the Es tate* 


Period 

Amount 
Cinl If feted 

Establish¬ 
ment &r. 

Manager 

« 

Remarks 

Moolkee 

1225 

1226 

1227 

1228 
1228 

Rupees 

478,752 

491,715 

481,560 

496,017 

501.461 

Rupees 

39,132 
31,946 
30.017 
27.398 
27 007 

8 

0 

"O 

* i 

3 

. 0 

* M 

< 

r 1 1 

1230 

1231 

1232 

1233 

514,752 
573 258 
552,013 
517,782 

2,180 

7,906 

10,241 

23,099 

Court of Wards 

Arieaid ui I'D finer 
to the amount of 1573^18 
r “pee« principal, 
rs. 22^267 intermit wen 
realized besides the an- 
niial collections. 

1234 

1235 

1236 

544,074 
557,534 
535 473 

1 

30,499 Mr. Jas. Barnes 
31,851 Jduilul Hussain 
29.43d Bwnath Siiir 


1237 

1238 
'1239 

584,327 

(500,442 

579,53* 

30,507 

30,04? 

30,675 

A. Imlach 
Ditto. 
Ditto. 

j Arrests to lue auiouiit'51 
128,900 nmees were res* 
ihsed in 1237 besidts tig 
j annual collections, 


APPENDIX. P 

By way of exhibiting the ingenuity of tyranny in some of 
the pranks which it plays oft’in this distiict, ailer the good old 
times of the Mogul Government, it may not be amiss to stats 
the following :—With the senior farmers of the distiict, as welj 
as their junior dependants, beating and confinement are 
matters of course,—dressing out defaulter; with a suing of 
shoes and shells round the neck, and causing them to stand 
with their legs stretched asunder.—causing people, who 
may unfortunately, happen to possess a hide substance 
hitherto free fiopn their clutches, under some such plea, as the 
accidental trespassing of cattle in some fallow lands, to sign a 
qubool&hut for those lands for u certain number of years,*--by 
means of a log of wood placed on their shoulders, themselves 
made to stand with their legs stietcheu asunder, and peadas 9 
pressing down the ends of the log according to occasion-** 
placing a large body of peada ? round the residence of default 
terB, thereby closing up all egies* of the female members of 
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their families.—Breaking into t'heir premises without much 
ceremony, and seizing them within their houses.—Securing an 
unfortunate defaulter with one end of a rope, the other end being 
tied to one of the hind legs of an elephant,—suspending a 
man in a Well, till he agiees to execute a qubooleeut. 

As to the hiatter of redreag, the Records of the Foujdaree 
Court liberally testify to the speed with which even-handed 
justice has been measured out to the oppressed.— 

_t* 

APPENDIX. G 

Whilst all the pub% servant? of Government, k from the 
Judge and the Collector, down to the lowest grade that can 
be considered of any consequence, in common with people of 
all ranks unconnected with office, ( except, perhaps, the inter¬ 
est they might have to be friend, or secure in any department,) 
were dancing “attendance at the house of Mr. George Palmer, 
such has been the dread of the ascendancy of the Mootahids , 
as well as the open determined ’efforts of the Authorities in 
their favor, that the very fezc ntyive officers who did before 
occasionally visit the Manager, discontinued going to his 
house. A respectable nativlministerial officer, having occa¬ 
sion to call upon the Manager oh his own private bu§ine?s, 
felt it necessary to metamorphose himself ere he ventured * 
to bend his course towards tne Manager's house.—A number 
of respectable Residents of the district, for fear of incurring 
displeasure, —pcrhops risk —would not venture to visit him;— 
More in due time before a competent Court. 


FINIS. 



To C. W. Siptn, ISso* 

Officiating Commissioner of Revenue, 19M Dkfofak, 

Monghvr, 

SlH, V * 

With reference to yoqr predecessor’s letter, doted the 
22d October, 4693, and the letter from the Sadder Board 
Revenue which accompanied it under date the 84th Septem¬ 
ber, 1833, I beg to submit for your’final orders under the 
provisions of Section lit. Regulation V. 1827, the propped* 
ings held by me in,the case offtfr. Alexander Imiach/iSterr. 
lurnkar of Pergunnah Havel lee Purnea, &c. 

2d.—The following is a btief summary of the charges pre¬ 
ferred against *the Surbyrakar bydfrjttfdfiobind Singh, the 
pioprietor of an 8-anna share of the Have Wee estate* 

First*—That,in the month of Chyte, 1210 Moolkee,Messrs. 
0. and G. Palmer, extensilefarmers on the estate, petitioned 
the Surbttrakar for a remission of rent, which was absolutely 
necessaiy to save the property from eventual ruin,* and to 
which he (the complainant) gave his consent. Notwithstanding 
which, Mr* Imlach would not gradt the^required remission, 
thereby occasioning serious iojunr to ine estate. That the 
complainant heard front Mr. Geo. Falmer, that at the lime he 
obtained his leai* of the farms, the Surburakar demanded 
a bri% o£0,OOO rupees annually on rendition of his giving the 
firms at a less jumma than the Messrs* Palmer jbefore paid, 
and a further bribe of1,200 annually for accepting tile securi¬ 
ty tendered by the formers. 

Second.—That the Pergunnah of Rbokunpore, which 
pays a yearly revenue to Government of upwards ^iSfiOO Us* 
and themorussil juntoia of which is nearly 20,000 tie. was let 
in farm by Mr. Imlach in bmamee to K^jmdernarain Roy, 
(one of the soils of the late Sreenarain Rof, to whom an 8* 
anna sliare of the estate belonged) for only 10,225 rupees, 
thereby occasioning serious loss tp the complainant; ana fur¬ 
ther, that whedthe Pergunnah was^bout to be farmed out, he 
(wjueGoviii^ Singh) sent people to Mr. Imlach, offering to 
take the farm at a higher jumma than what the other party 
would give, and to deposit money .as security, which Mr* Im- 
inch, owing to his friendship and partiality for Noonpo Mime* 
(the guardian* of Sreenarain Roy’s sons) refused. 

1 lurd*—Quantities of ** maui” or revenue lands, betodgfog 
to the estate, have been firaudulently converted into P mUffek” 


or rent-free, and the Surbtyakar told the complainant, that if 
he would pay him something tor his trouble he would tube 
measures to recover these lands. He offered to pay 5 per cent, 
on the jumma so recovered, but Mr. Imlach was not satisfied 
with this, and demanded 12J per cent, on (tin jumma. 

Fourth.—Before the Messrs. Palmer obtained their present 
lease of the farms, Mr. Imlach went to Sooriapoore and asked 
Shaik Punnaoollah, Dewrtn of Rannee Zuhooroon Nissa, 
to share the isnra of Pergonnah Sooltanpore and Mehanl 
Khan gee with him. * f « 

Fifth.—When the estate was under the management of the 
Court of Ward;*, Mr. Imlach held zillah Goraree in farm on 
the security of Mr. Chas. Reed, and on die expiration of the 
term of the* lease ^Balance was due by him of upwards of 7,000 
rupees. On Mr. hnlach’s being appointed Surburakar lte 
instituted a suit against Mr. Reed for the recovery of this a- 
mount, omitting mention of his own share in the transaction. 

Sixth.—In a dispute for the property of the late Jyekanth 
Roy, Mr. Imlach, who was Mokhtar on the part of the heirs, 
took an agreement from them to pay him an tt-anna share of 
the properly, and obtained a summary order from the court in 
their favor for possession of the property, Noonoo Misser 
becoming security.—The great friendship existing between 
the Surburakar and Noonoo Misser is owing to the above 
cause, *■ ,, 

Seventh.—That Mr. Imlach was in the habit of summoning 
all the pulwarees on the estate two or three times a year for 
the purpose of giving in the Hustabood papers. On such 
occasions the put warm were placed under restraint, and 
nuzxurs were taken both for the - Surburakar and a person 
named Syfe Ally, one of the Surburakar's Umiak. 

3d.—in reply to the foregoing charges, Mr. Imlach has 
given in a voluminous defence, denying the charge of bribery 
and such of the others 11 s attach any misconduct to him in his 
capacity of Surburakar. He states that the complainant lias 
been instigated to prefer,these accusations by* Mr. George 
Palmer, and that a cabal had been formed against him for the 

n ose of getting him dismissed from his sin ration, to which 
lte Judge and Acting Collector were privy. He of¬ 
fer red to name . witnesses m support of the counter-charge of 
conspiracy, bttt as I conceived that the Story was in itself pre¬ 
posterous, and that even if there was any truth in it, the in¬ 
vestigation of it did not rest with the Collector, I did not deem 
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it necessary to examine any witfesses on the subject, -but 
confined my enquiries to the facts stated by,the complainant, 
telling Mr. Imlach that he was* at liberty to bring forward* 
any evidence he might have to refute the actual charges 
'brought against him, that I had nothing to do with the oonspir 
racy (if such existed;), and moreover, that before a charge of 
conspiracy could be admitted, it woqld be necessary for him 
to prove that the accusations brought against him by the com¬ 
plainant were unfounded. - » 1 

4th. The proof of the 1st charge rests. solely on the evi¬ 
dence of Mr. George Palmer, who deposed, that before the 
bundobust for 1240 Moolkec , Mr. Imlach shewed him the 
jumma of the several Pergunnahs, and told him that if lie 
would agree to pay him 6,000 rupees *pdl annum for five 
years,' he would grant him a new lease of the farms at 6,000 
rupees less than their former jumma.' To this Mr. Palmer 
objected, and asked for a still further reduction in tit e jumma* 
Mr. Imlach then agreed to remit 10,000 11*. on a consideration 
of the bribe before mentioned, and undertook to procure a per¬ 
son to become malzamin or security for Mr. Palmer. Alter 
some time had elapsed, and Mr. Palmer found that Mr. ItnlacU 
was throwing obstacles in the way of obtaining the security, he 
offered Mr. Imlach a further sum of 1,200 Its. annually if he 
would accept the security tendered, to which the Surburakttr 
agreed. That one day, while Mr. Palmer was visiting at Mr. 
Imlach’s house, the latter called him aside into a private room, 
and told him that it would be advisable for him to give n 
written agreement for the payment of the sum stipulated, 
according to a form written in pencil, which Mr. Imlach 
shewed him. (Mr. Palmer produced this, and it has been Hied 
with the proceedings.) Mr. Palmer further tje posed, that when 
Mr. Imlach heard of the loss which they **vere likely to sus¬ 
tain by the farms, which precluded the possibility of his re¬ 
ceiving the sum stipulated, he took every means in his power 
to injure them, and refused to grant the‘required remission. 

5th. Mr. Imlach lias broughfciorward no evidence to re¬ 
fute this charge, he simply denies it, and asserts that Mr. 
Palmer being himself the real prosecutor, his evidence as a 
witness is inadmissible. He does.not deny that the paper pro¬ 
duced is in his hand-writing, but says that he was in the habit 
of lending money to Mr. Painter, and that it may possibly have 
reference to sonic transaction of the kind. 
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Gih. If Mr.' Pftlmer’a testimony can be relied upon, (and 
I can discover nb reason lo doubt (be truth of it,) the charge 
of corruption must be considered as a true one* M r. Palmer* 
has certainly been to blame for becoming a party to a corrupt 
transaction, but this oUglit not to invalidate his testimony,' 
and it rests with you to determine whether the evidence of a 
single witness can in such a case be deemed legal proof* 

7ih. The Surburakar's refusal (o grant die remission 
claimad by the Messrs. Palmer, cannot be considered as an 
act of misconduct; and it appears from the 7di paragraph of 
the Stidder Board of Revenue’s letter to your predecessor, dat¬ 
ed 24th September, 1833, that he had no authority to do ho— 
that part of the 1st charge must therefore fail to the ground. 

8th. The fact! stated in die 2nd charge have been prov¬ 
ed, although Mr. Imlacli denies that liejue Govind Singh 
made a higher offer for the farm of Pergunnab Rookunpore 
tiian the other party, or that he sent money to be deposited as 
security ; but there is no doubt that the Pergunnab was farmed 
benamee to Raj indent* rain Roy at less than the Government + 
jumma and considerably less than its actual value |; and this 
circumstance alone shews that the Surburakar was to blame. 

9th. Mr. Imlach does not deny the facts stated in the 3d 
charge, with regard to his having demanded something for his 
trouble in recovering the maul lands belonging to the estate; 
lie maintains that no Regulation prohibited his demanding a 
' remuneration for prosecuting such suits, and I am not aware 
that there is any prohibition against a Surburakar being em¬ 
ployed as an agent for prosecuting and defending suits. 

10th. The only evidence in support of the 4th charge is 
that of Shaik Punnaooliuh, who states that Mr. Imlach asked 
him to take the farm of Pergunnab Sooltanpore and Mehal 
Khangce, and said that he wou\d manage the matter, from 
which he (Punnaoollah) inferred that Mr. Imlach meant to go 
shares with him. 

11th. With regard to the 5th charge it appears from the 
records of the Civil Oourt thHt Mr. Imlach did institute a suit 
ns Surburakar against Mr. Reed, for the arrears of rent 
due on account of the farm of si llali Goraree ; stating in his 
petition of plaint, that, although Mr. Reed made use of his 

* Subsequently Mr. Collector Gvutdsbury upheld Mr. George 
Palmer u a person of ** npnght teuduet,” 

t 15,481 Rs. G<»vt. Revenue. 

1 Upwards of }7» 000 Moofussil jumoia. 
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name, he never bud possession of the farm, and that Mr. Reed 
vos the responsible person. Mr. Reed on the other hand, stat¬ 
ed that he merely became security for Mr. ImUch and thus 
the matter vests, the case being still undecided. 

12th. The 6th charge is unconnected with the present 
case, and appears to have been brought forward merely to 
account for the friendship between Mr. Imluch and Noonoo 
Misser. I shall therefore pass it over without further notice. 

13th. Some of the putwarees weie examined support 
of the 7th charge, and deposed to . mtzzurs having been 
taken, but as the charge is a vague one, and the complain* 
ant has nothing to do with it f 1 have not deemed it necessary, 
to institute any particular enquiry on the subject, the put* 
trqree being at liberty to come forward and complain against 
the Sttrburakar if' he has been guilty of any oppression to¬ 
wards them. 

14th. On referring to the records of this office, | find that 
this is not the first time that Bejue Govind Singh has com- 

S tained of Mr. Imlach’s conduct. On the 7th December, 1829, 
lr. Hawkins reported to the Commissioner regarding petitions 
presented by Bejue Govind Singh and Jinnee Seedhawuttee, 
(the mother of the minor sons of Sreenarain Roy)both praying 
for Mr. Imlncli's removal. Mr. Hawkins in his letter of the 
above date states, that he considered the charges unfounded, 
but it does not appear that he instituted any particular en¬ 
quires on the subject, founding his opinion merely on the replies 
furnished by Mr. Imlach. 1 beg to refer you to Mr. Hawkins* 
report on the subject. You will observe that die transaction 
regarding zillah Goraree, which forms the subject of the 4tli 
charge in this case, was then mentioned, and that Mr. Hawk¬ 
ins conceived Mr. Imlach’tt account of it (o lie the true one. 

15th. The power assumed by Mr. I^ulach of farming out 
the estate, appears from the 7th purugruph of the Sudder 
Board of Revenue’s letter to your predecessor, dated the 24th 
September, 1833, to have been quite illegal, and has, it would 
appear, led to abuses. Mr. Imlach however slates, that this 
power was exercised by all his predecessors, and that none of 
the Collectors objected to it. It would besides have been al¬ 
most impossible for a single individual* to exercise the nmuage- 

* Yd Mr. Obeutor Gould-bury iulus ietier o ihe fotiiiuiMioner 
dated 26 »h March; 1934 , did not hesitate to recommend Mr. George 
Palmer err Mr. thorite Palmer , as Mr. Imlacli’s successor, *• with 
the ntmcil reliance ou their iutegrity *ud con potency for the ta«k." 
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meat of midi an extensive e|tate if the whole of the pro¬ 
perty was held under khass management. 

JSih. In conclusion I tnust, in justice to Mr. Imlach state, 
that the witnesses, examined in his defence, have borne tes¬ 
timony- to the good character which he has hitherto held. 

I have the hooor to be, &c. 

Pnrneali, Collector’s ) 

Office, the 1st Feb. > (Signed) F. GOULDSBURT, 
1834. * ) Collector . 

Note . —I have not adverted in the above report to several 
circumstances alluded to in Bejue Govind Singh’s petition, of 
which no proof has been brought forward; I beg therefore 
to refer you to my Persian proceeding for the particulars. 

(Signed) F. GOULDSBUKV, 

Collector . 

(True Copy) C. W. STEER, 

Ojfg. Commr. oj Rev. 

To the Members of the Sudder Board of Revenue. 

Fort William . 

The humble Petition oj Alexander Imlach , Manager of 
Muhallatj Purgunahs, Have lies Poo me a, Sfc. 

Sheweth, 

That, on the 15th February, 1834, Bejue Govind Singh’s 
complaint against your Petitioner being dismissed by the 
Commissioner of Revenue of the 12th Division, your Petition¬ 
er was ordered to be restored to his situation, and tirat Bejue 
Govind Singh, at the instigation of Mr. George Palmer, hav¬ 
ing transmitted h»9 Petition of Appeal from the Comissioner’s 
decision to your Board, your Petitioner feels himself called 
upon to lay the extreme hardship of his ease before your 
Board, in the hope of obtaining that full measure of justice 
which has been hitherto denied him : 

2. That, suffering from the marked partiality of Mr. 
CoHtector <TOuldsbury, President of the Court of Enquiry, and 
accidentally informed of the suppression of much important 
matter on the side of your Petitioner, he lost no time in ap¬ 
plying by petition, before the papers of the case were forward¬ 
ed to Mongyhr, for a copy of the said Roobukarec and bis 
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English Report of the case to thp Commissioner's Court; but 
his application in this instance, as in others before this, was 
not allowed by the Collector:—-that, consequently, your Peti¬ 
tioner was necessitated to transmit a petition to the Cominis- 
soner’s Court, praying for a copy of the same, and soliciting 
the said court to suspend its judgment, till your Petitioner 
was furnished with the means of submitting to its considera¬ 
tion the extent of official misrepresentation which had been 
employed in sending up the case for disposal to the Commis¬ 
sioner’s Court; but, unfortunately for your Petitioner, before 
lie had it in his power to lay his grievances before the said 
court, the case was decided by the Commissioner: 

3. That, under these circumstances, the plaintiff having 
transmitted his appeal to your Board, your Petitioner feels 
it necesssry in the first place, to bring to the notice of your 
Board a remarkable feature in the proceedings of the Court of 
Enquiry; and in the next pluce, to submit to the judgment of 
your Board the mis-statement as well as omission , or rather 
suppression of very important matter , with reference to 
your Petitioner's side of the case ; 

4. That, in the first instance, your Petitioner begs leave to 
call the attention of your Board to the pluintiirs original 
durkhastoi the 14th August, and to the 30th paragraph of Mr. 
Officiating Collector Read’s Report with regard to the 
9aid durh/iast , dated Kith August, 1833, wherein, with re¬ 
ference to the charge of bribery it is distinctly stated, that 
your Petitioner demanded a bribe for granting the remit- 
sion solicited by the Mootahids , and has not granted it in 
consequence of not having received a bribe for so doing: 
that, here your Petitioner begs permission to remind your 
Board, that the report which bears this clear statement of 
the plaintiff's charge, is the production oilmen devoted to the 
interest of the Mootahids , and, by means of official as icell as 
daily private communications intimately acquainted with the 
matter thus distinctly represented by them. And here your 
Petitioner submits, whether this was not the very matterJhus 
derived from the plaintiff's dark hast, and confidential pri¬ 
vate conferences with Mr. George .Palmer , Sj'C. laid by Mr. 
Officiating Collector Read before superior authority , and, 
ultimately , bu order of your Board, referred by tim Com- 
missioner to Mr. Collector Gouldsbury for investigation : 

5. That, your Petitioner would in this place pray for a 
reference to tiie roobuk-tree of the Commissioner s Court, 



dated 15th February, 1834,^ wherein this identical matter of 
comp]Aini against your Petitioner is distinctly noticed as de¬ 
rived from like plaintiff's durkhast: 

6. That, your Petitioner would now beseech your Board 
to take the plaintiff’s deposition on oath into your serious con¬ 
sideration, and to decide whether it accords with the ex¬ 
plicit written charge , which was originally brought by 
him against your Petitioner , and ordered by your Board 
to be made the subject of investigation ; and whether the 
evidence of Mr, George Palmer , such as it is,goes to the 
support of that original charge f 

7. That, your Petitioner humbly submits, that the original 
charge, by means of a peculiar turn artfully given, on the 
lace of the plaintiff's studied deposition (which, after due re¬ 
hearsal, he delivered from a memorandum prepared for* his 
guidance, without venturing into detail) stands confessedly al¬ 
tered i That, your Petitioner further submits, whether with a 
sworn deposition, thus remarkably differing from the plaintiff’s 
deliberately prepared written charge, and with evidence 
which bears not upon the original matter of complaint order¬ 
ed lor investigation, tying before him, it became not the duty 
of the President of the Court of Enquiry, as well on the 
ground of a palpable discrepancy, as on that of want of power 
to take cognizance of any fresh or new modelled complaint 
of the Surburukar s official conduct, to suspend further pro¬ 
ceedings, to report on such discrepancy, and to forward the 
plaintiff's deposition and Mr. Palmer’s evidence to the Com¬ 
missioner for disposal ? 

8. That, as it now rests with your Board to examine and 
decide whether your Petitioner has not been much aggrieved 
by the mode of investigation adopt'd by Mr. Collector 
Uouldsbury, and a regular series qf injuries inflicted on your 
Petitioner at the close of the enquiry, your Petitioner solicits 
the attention of the Board to the exclusive spirit which, almost 
without exception, breathes through Mr. Collector Goulds- 
bury’s final Persian Roobakaree of the 1st February, with 
respect to every item at all beneficial' to your Petitioner's 
side of the case; whilst the subservient efforts of the Collector’s 
ministerial officers, whose pliancy of piinciples must have 
necessarily been secured in its composition, shine through it in 
glowing colours for the benefit of the plaintiff and Mr. Palmer; 
even in some instances, from the very remarkable degree of 
their devotion to that party, doing more harm than good to 
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the interest which they have so ualpably undertaken to up* 
hold : and your Petitioner begs 1cmve to draw the very particu¬ 
lar attention of your Board to the public letter ofMr. Collec¬ 
tor Gouldsbury himself conveying to the Commissioner the re¬ 
sult of hts inquiry, and. humbly to submit, whether it he not 
tarnished with partiality to the cause of Mr. Georgy 
Palmer, in the wording of his representation to Mr* 
Palme'rs greatest possible advantage, and in the intro¬ 
ducing into it of statements , which are far from being sup? 
ported by the records of the case ? 

9. That, Mr. Collector Gouldsbury, in drawing up 
what he calls his brief summary of the charges preferred 
against your Petitioner, has not only travelled out of the 
record, but given insertion to circumstances which are nei¬ 
ther borne out by the plaintiff's original charges, as ex¬ 
plicitly laid down in his Durkhast $ nor by his deposition 
upon oath before Mr. Collector Gouldsbury himself ? 

10. That, in the summary statement of the plaimiiTs charge 
of corruption against your Petitioner, in setting forth, not 
without some little difference from the letter of the plaintiff g 
deposition, “ that the complainant heard from Mr. GeOrge 
“ Palmer, that at the time he obtained his lease of the farms, 
“the Surburakar demanded a bribe of 6, 000 rupees annually 
“ on condition of his getting the farms at a less jummn than 
“the Messrs. Palmer before paid, and a further bribe of 1,800 
“ annually for accepting the security tendered by the farmers.* 
Mr. Collector Gouldsbury has studiously kept out of vie to 
the plaintiffs original fiurkkast, which, though it forms 
the basis of the order for inves ligation, bears no mention of 
the bribe here specifically alleged for your Petitioner's re¬ 
duction of rent in the present lease of the farms , and conveys 
not the most distant allusion lo , that here stated to have 
been demanded by your Petitioner for accepting the securi¬ 
ty brought 'forward by the farmers : It moreover , is 
worthy of observation, that eveti in his deposition upon 
oath, stamped as it is with unquestionable internal evidence 
of being recently settled by compact between himself , his 
witness v Mr. George Palmer 9 and some others concerned 
in talmuf down , the Plaintiff, till a leading question is 
put to hfm by the Serishtaddr, makes no mention of any 
precise amount whatever wiih respect either to the reduce 
lion ofrentyor, the acceptance of security, but refers to hie 
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sole witness , the said George Palmer , for the developement 
of the precise nature of his complaint against your Peti¬ 
tioner : 

11. That, your Petitioner woutd now call the attention of 
your Board to Mr. Collector Gouldsbtiry’s edition of Mr. 
George Palmer’s evidence, in support of the foregoing repre¬ 
sentation of theplaintifFs accusation: that, in the4th paragraph 
of his letter with reference to this witness’s statement of your 
Petitioner’s demanding 6,000 rupees per annum for 5 years, 
and offering to grant a new lease of the farms at 6,000 rupees 
less than the former jumma , Mr. Collector Gouldsbury sets 
forth, “To this Mr. Palmer objected, and asked tor a still fur¬ 
ther reduction in th e jumma. Mr. Imlach then agreed to remit 
30,000 rupees on consideration of the bribe before mentioned 
and undertook to procure a person to become malxamin or 
security for Mr. Palmer.” That, here your Petitioner sub¬ 
mits, whether Mr, Collector Gouldsbury, in his readiness to 
aid the cause of a friend, has not travelled out of the record, 
and put un unjustifiable construction upon the evidence of 
Mr. George Palmer, whose deposition runs as follows: 
“ That he had engaged Bishoon Muee Chuodhraeen, to stand 
security for him ; but after his application for the farms 
had been accepted, she would not execute the security 
bund. In consequence, he communicated this to the Sur¬ 
burakar) and asked, what should Jbe done ? That the Sur- 
burahkar advised him to give another security, and en¬ 
deavoured to procure security for him.’’ 

12. That Mr. Collector Gouldsbury proceeds with stating 
in the same paragraph, “That after some time had elapsed and 
Mr. Palmer found that Mr. Imlach was throwing obstacles 
in the way of obtaining the security , he offered Mr. Imlach 
a further sum of 1,200 ilipees annually, if he would accept 
the security tendered, to which the manager agreed; where¬ 
as, the said Mr. George Palmer deposed as follows: u Previ¬ 
ous to seuliug with the Surburakar regarding the aforesaid 
individuals becoming my sureties, I considered , that the 
Surburakar being so covetous and corrupt a man , if be did 
not get something over and above the six thousandrupees 
above mentioned^ he might perhaps 9 throw obsimm in the 
way of the settlement (of the farm); therefore, one day, 
when the manager came to my house I said to him, that if 
the settlement be made on other'security I shall give you 
besides the six thousand, twelve hundred rupees more per an- 
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num for 5 years; thqt the Surfrurakar cheerfully agreed to 
this,, and advised me to consult my elder brother'* (upon the 
occasion ) : 

13* Thar, now your Petitioner humbly submits, whether 
the remainder of Mr. Collector Goutdsbury's representation 
of Mr. Palmer's evidence be not of a piece with the forego¬ 
ing, and whether a misconstruction seriously injurious to 
the case of your Petitioner be not very distinctly palpable 
throughout ? And your Petitioner further humbly submits, 
whether it be possible to account for so remarkable a miscon¬ 
struction of Mr. Palmer's evidence upon the simple ground 
of Mr. Collector Gouldsbury’s misunderstanding his deposi¬ 
tion in its most material parts,—and for the introduction into 
it of statements unsupported by the deposition itself, upon any 
other ground, save that of his transferring to the case before 
him, as president of the Court of inquiry, the result of his 
private, ex-official communications'with the said Mr..George 
Palmer? This witness having, by a rare combination of cir¬ 
cumstances, enjoyed the benefit of a strong prepossession in 
his own favour, and excited an equally strong prejudice 
against your Petitioners — 

11. That, having set forth Mr. Palmer's evidence after his 
own manner, Mr. Collector Gouldsbury has stated in the 5th 
paragraph, that Mr* Imlach has brought forward no evidence to 
refute the charge—he simp ly denies it, and asserts, that Mr. 
Palmer being himself the real prosecutor, his evidence as a 
witness is inadmissible. That your Petitioner submits—lstly : 
whether the nature of this charge, as detailed by the said Mr. 
Palmer in Ids assumed garb of a witness, singularly acting for 
the plaintiff in supplying his deficiency, admitted of refuta¬ 
tion by any direct, positive evidence—2dly, dial circumstantial 
evidence of the manner in which this complaint has been got up 
against your petitioner, tending fo throw abundance of light 
upon the precise nature and consequent inadmissibility of Mr. 
Palmer's evidence, and upon the machinations of a powerful 
cabal which has beet)* formed in this very case against your 
Petitioner, was tendered to the Court of Enquiry with your 
Petitioner's answer of the 11th November last; but Mr. Collec¬ 
tor Gdftldsbury refused to go into it; and your Petitioner, 
principally in consideration <3 the very probable mischievous 
exertions of Mr. Palmer's great power against them, in com¬ 
passing their bodily harm, or otherwise injuring them, felt it 
necessary to withdraw his complete list of witnesses, and to 
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Substitute one more consonant to Mr. Collector Gouldsbury’a 
will and pleasure, as is clear from your Petitioner’s English and 
Persian petitions of the 15th November last,and ilie Col¬ 
lector’s owh Roobakaree % of the same date ; Srdly—that your 
Petitioner was dibs, (as your Petitioner’s answers of the 
11th November, 1833, and the 20th January last, to¬ 
gether with the two petitions and Roobakaree , above alluded 
to, sufficiently prove) saddled with the extraordinary onus of 
proving a negative. And thus, after rejecting your Petitioner’s 
evidence, which would not only have shaken, but annihilated 
the testimony of Mr. George Palmer, Mr. Collector Goulds- 
bury has not hesitated to observe, that your Petitioner brought 
forward no evidence to refute this charge 

15. That, in the same paragraph Mr. Collector Gouldsbury 
proceeds with slating that, u lie ” (t. e. your Petitioner) 
“ dues not deny the Paper produced is in his hand writing, 
but says, that he was in the habit of lending money to Mr. 
Palmer, and that it may possibly have reference to some trans¬ 
action of the kind.” That, here your Petitioned submits, 
whether to the serious injury of excluding most important cir¬ 
cumstantial evidence regarding the origin of this false accusa¬ 
tion against your Petitioner, Mr. Collector Gouldsbury ha#not 
added the very substantial one of suppressing , as well as 
misrepresenting the only remaining means of defence which 
had been left to your Petitioner ?-r 

16. That, yonr Petitioner here craves permission to notice 
with some little detail the suppression of the scanty means of 
defence which remained to him on this point of Bejue Go- 
vind Singh’s complaint, and to submit:—1st, Whether Sir. Col¬ 
lector Gouldsbury has not suppressed your Petitioner’s re¬ 
presentation of Mr. George Palmer’s distress In 1832, and 
bis consequent application to your Petitioner for relief?— 
wheiher he lias not suppressed your Petitioner’s production 
in proof of a letter from the said Mr. George Palmer, com¬ 
plaining of his banker, Salartmt Rae, and begging assistance 
from yotir Petitioner in every possible way ?—whether Mr. 
tJoflectoi; Gouldsbury has not suppressed your Petitioner’s 
clear and distinct explanation of the nature of the paper pro¬ 
duced in yotlr Petitioner’s hand writing, asreferinto the pe¬ 
cuniary aid He had promised to afford the said Mr, George 
Palmer ?—Whether Mr. Gouldsbury has not suppressed the 
statement of your Petitioner’s being in the habit of advanc¬ 
ing money on bofods, &c. as well on his own account as 
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on. that of other people, as thl» said Mr. George, Palmer 
himself .Would have testified, if in the cross-examination of 
this witness, a bar had not been put against your Petitioner, 
in violation of the rules and practice of Courts of Justice 
all over the civilized world ?—whether Mr. Collector Gouldjs- 
bury has not suppressed your Petitioner's statement of 
the said Mr. George palmer's being in the habit of bor¬ 
rowing small sums of money from various people: a very 
material circumstance, calculated to shew, that the external 
pomp and parade of this witness ought not to be allowed 
to throw the shade of a doubt upon your Petitioner's state¬ 
ment of his solicitation of aid, and readiness to accept the 
amount stated in the aforesaid paper ?—2nd, Whether Mr. 
Collector Gouldsbury has not suppressed the exposure of the 
said Mr. George Palmer’s false statement with regard to his 
securing at the hands of your Petitioner a reduction of upwards 
of ten thousand rupees, in spite of documentary proof, indi¬ 
cated by your Petitioner in the proceedings of Messrs. Haw¬ 
kins and Lowis, his predecessors in office ; the amount of re¬ 
mission granted by those proceedings (on the ground that in 
their judgment its payment could not be legally enforced,) 
vi» Rs. 7,110: 10: 5| annually from the amount of their 
former stipulated rent, exhibiting no more than a difference.of 
Rs. 2,889 : 5:14^! and this decrease in the amount rent of 
370,328 Us. per annuin^ is the great advantage which the 
said Mr. George Palmer has realized by his alleged agreement 
with your Petitioner, to pay to your Petitioner in return the 
sum of 7,200 Rs. annually ! ! 

17. That your Petitioner would now solicit the attention 
of your Board to Mr. Collector Gouldsbury’s partial com¬ 
mentary upon the evidence of the said Mr. George Palmer in 
the 6th paragraph of his letter ; in which he observes, rt If 
Mr. Palmer's testimony can be rglied upon (and I can disco¬ 
ver no reason to doubt the truth of it,) the charge of corrup¬ 
tion must be considered a true one.” As the hypothetical por¬ 
tion of this paragraph, however plausibly put forth, stands not 
in need of refutation, your Petitioner passes it over with the 
silence which is due to it, and begs leave to submit a few ob¬ 
servations .upon wlmt Mr. Collector Gouldsbury has distinctly 
recorded as his opinion in this laconic, parenthetical sentence: 
that u he can discover no reason to doubt the truth of if.*!-— 

18. That, with the, permission of your Board, your Peti¬ 
tioner will now humbly point out a few reasons, which, strong- 
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)v tending to throw discredit upon his word, lie scattered over 
the very face of the said Mr. George Palmer's deposition, altho* 
Mr. Collector Gouldsbury says, “ that he has not been able to 
discover any of themand here your Petitioner submits, whe¬ 
ther the said Mr. George Palmer’s statement upon oath, in the 
teeth of Mr. Collector Lowis’s Roobakarreeot the 21st July, 
1830, (to Which your Petitioner did not fail to call Mr. Col¬ 
lector Gouldsbury’s attention,) that the manager gave up to 
him the sum of ten thousand and odd rupees in his state¬ 
ment, be not alone sufficient to shake his title to veracity ?— 
Whether the mental reservation with regard to the eventual 
payment or non-payment of his promised bribe, as avowed in 
this witness’s deposition, added to the readiness with which 
he has come forward to share the crime with which he has at¬ 
tempted to brand your Petitioner, be not sufficient to stamp 
his character with volatile principles, and to excite in an unpre¬ 
judiced mind more than mere suspicion, that this witness, ns 
fully set forth by your Petitioner in his defence, was acting 
from inimical motives ?—Whether the tale set up by this wit¬ 
ness of the manager’s exhibition in a book of the Mookurruree 
jumma , (or rent at which the farms had been let to himself as 
well as others,) which with respect to his own farms must have 
been wdl known to himself, and which could throw no light 
whatever upon their productiveness or unproductiveness, bear 
not a questionable shape ?— Whether this witness’s statement 
of the manager’s not being such a green-hand as to negotiate 
the matter of a bribe in the presence of others, accord not ill 
with his alleged reiterated urgency to make this witness con¬ 
sult bis brother, not with respect to the bribfe alone, but the 
execution of an agreement also, and thus to make his brother a 
witness to both circumstances ?—Whether it be consistent with 
common sense to believe, that, this witness, under his exten¬ 
sive involvements, could possibly without the knowledge and 
sanction of his partner ancbelder brother, for whom he pre¬ 
tends to have so much respect, venture, on any account what 
ever 9 to dis;>oae of so large an amount as thirty six tliousand 
rupees ?—Whether the story of this witness’s mind being so 
impressed with the idea of the manager’s coiruption and 
covetouaneas as to proffer to him an additional bribe, derives 
any sort of countenance or support from his declaration that 
“ he had cods titered it as certain that the instant the Sttr- 
“ kttrakar should hear of thestate of the witness's /army he 
“ would not call for the bribe agreedupon Whether'there 
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be nothing in the declaration of these coexistent conflict* 
ing impressions to excite suspicion regarding its truth ?-s-Whe- 
ther, when compared with the evidence of Shaik Panaoolah, 
viewed with reference to Mirsa Gholam Hydur’s acknow¬ 
ledgment on cross-examination, regarding the plaintiff?# 
petition of the 14th August, a palpable inimical feeling bis not 
so strongly depicted upon the face of the said Mr. George 
Palmer's deposition, as to establish your Petitioner?# state-, 
meats in defence, and to divest this witness of any title to ctt» 
dibility ?— 

19. That, Mr. Collector Gouldsbury thus further states hi# 
opinion of the said Mr. George Palmer’s evidence, that, 
“ Mr. Palmer has certainly been to blame for becoming a par- 
“ ty to a corrupt transaction, but this ought not to invalid 
“date histestimony.'’ That, your Petitioner submits, whether 
the said Mr. Geo. Palmer has not in his deposition sealed hi# 
own infamy? and whether his being interested in the event of 
the cause be not distinctly observable in every stage of your 
Petitioner’s case ? In proof of the facts of these points, he has 
declared himself to be a party to a corrupt transaction in the 
offering of a bribe, and sworn falsely to establish his having 
done so ; he has moreover declared on oath, that he offered this 
bribe under a mental reservation of giving it or not giving it 
accoiding to circumstances, thus distinctly avowing imposition 
to be one of his principles of thinking and acting. To prove 
the latter point, which concerned your Petitioner’sremoval and 
ruin, your Petitioner was prepared with a host of evidence ; 
but it pleased Mr. Collector Gouldsbury to pronounce it 
irrelevant ; and, on the alleged ground of irrelevancy, he pe¬ 
remptorily refused to go into it; yet your Petitioner submits,that 
there is strong internal evidence in the cast of the plaint itself, 
in the plaintiff’s declaration on oath, in Mr. George Palmer's 
deposition, and in the remarkable spirit whichbreathes thro’Mr. 
Oificiating Collector Read's laboured production of the 16th 
August, 1833, to the Commissioner's Address as distinctly laid 
open in your Petitioner's petition of the 20th October, here¬ 
with resubmitted to your Board, besides the circumstantial 
evidence which may be gathered from some other Papers of 
the case, to shew, that this witness was deeply interested in 
the event of the trial: for instance, the partial acknowledg¬ 
ment of the plaintiff's witness and legal adviser—-Mirsa Golam 
Hydur, regarding the writing of the petition of plaint in tho 
said Mr. George Palmer's private dwelling housethe ap- 
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pointmentof the said Mr. George Palmer’sconfidential, nay, 
jointly interested friend—Rljah Bideanutid Singh’s mooktar 
Jsauwal Kish or, in combination with Mirza Uskaree makeel , 
to the special management of this case in the district:—and 
the subsequent appointment of Mr. Palmer's favourite mook- 
tar Basheenath in conjunction with Gang a pur sad to the 
management ofthe case in the Commissioner's Courtbesides, 
other matters of minor note, with which your Petitioner for¬ 
bears troubling your Board. That your Petitioner humbly 
submits whether under the foregoing circumstance!:, the afore¬ 
said two points of a witness's disqualification , be not suffici¬ 
ently established to render the said Mr. George Palmer's tes¬ 
timony not only extremely questionable , but totally inadmhsi - 
hie» 

20. That, with respect to the 2d charge Mr. Collector 
Gouldsbury, in the Bill paragraph of his letter to the Commis¬ 
sioner, thus sets forth : “ The facts stated . in the 2nd 
“ charge have been proved, allho' Mr. Imlach denies that 
« Bejue Govind Singh made a higher oflerforthe farm of Pur* 
« qunna Hookunpore than the other party, or that he sent any 
“money to be deposited as security, but there is no doubt 
“ that the Purgunrm was farmed benamce to Rajindurnarain 
“ Rae at less than the government * jumma , and considera- 
“ bly less than its actual value, and this circumstance alone 
*< shews that the Surburaknr was to blame," That your Peti¬ 
tioner submits—*Istly. Whether the foregoing quotation from 
Mr. Gouldsbury's representation would not lead your Board to 
understand, that on the part of your Petitioner nothing beyond 
a ample unsupported denial had been brought forward to 
face what Mr. Collector Gouldsbury had been pleased to 
call the facts of the said 2nd charge ?—2dly. Whether his con¬ 
viction of your Petitioner at the close of the quotation bears 
net the semblance of being deduced from unquestionable 
evidence, and a rigidly strict scrutiny into documentary 
details?—That here your Petitioner feels himself placed under 
the necessity of again submitting, whether Mr. Collector 
Gouldsbury lias not.suppressed the documentary as well 
as parole evidence brought forward by your Petitioner to dis¬ 
prove the Until of the plaintiff’s allegations ? That your 
Petitioner,before he brings the nature of his own evidence to 
the notice of your Board, begs permission to submit briefly 
to your Board's consideration certain parts of the depositions of 

* 15,481 Re. Government Uevcuue— upwards of 17,000 Rs. Mofus* 
ail jumma- * 
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the plaintiff’s witnesses, whose evidence, in combination with 
an official documentary research, has, in Mr. CollectorGoulds- 
hury’s judgment, led to so clear a conviction of your Petitioners 
That it is evident from the deposition of Jhoomuck La), in his 
deputation of Ramttdheen Singh, with a letter toyour Petition¬ 
er’s address, to act for him on the part of Bejue Govind Singh m 
bidding for certain farms in dhoomuck Lul’s absence, that he 
i$ an inHuential servant of Bejue Govind Singh; that. It is clear 
from his evidence, that in empowering Hamudheen Singh to act 
for him, he had particularly instructed him to be cautious in 
bidding for the Pvrgunna, and not to exceed its value, but has 
no where intimated what that value was »that the rest of this 
witness’s deposition is mere hearsay evidence, and not worthy 
of notice, yet, even as mere hercsay evidence, tending in a 
manner to give colour to the chaige, is in this, as in other in* 
stances in this very case, readily tolerated against your Peti¬ 
tioner 

That, Booncead Singh, after setting forth agreat deal regard¬ 
ing security, and even his alleged deposit of cash being pro¬ 
nounced by your Petitioner not to be trustworthy, (which 
your Petitioner submits bears its own refutation,) states, that 
10,000 Ks. on the part of Rajah Raj indent'a rain Uae being of* 
ferred for the Pitrgunna, he offered 100 Us. more, when Noorioo 
Misser, at the request of your Petitioner, agreed to bid 25 Us. 
farther, and obtained the farm : that your Petitioner then said 
to the witness, that his bidding more would be useless and un¬ 
profitable. That this witness then, in answer to a leading 
question, has the temerity to deny that the Purgunnavms put 
up to public bidding, also declares that his bidding was not 
approved. Afterwards in answer to another leading question) 
lie asserts that he was ordered by the plaintiff to bid up to the 
Government Revenue jumma , which he states to be upwards of 
15,000 rupees. Again, in reply to two other leading questions , 
he deposes, that the security of Thingnee Jha and Serodhur 
iursutee has been accepted by your Petitioner in the settlement 
of the farm of zillaGoraree at 14,061 Rs. per annum, in an¬ 
swer to another leading question ,* he affirms having had,be¬ 
fore the settlement some conversation with your Petitioner on 
the subject of keeping Purgunna Rookunpore khas, if the 
Government jumma could not lie obtained; and farther, that he 


* Had you at any time previous to the day on which Purgunna 
Rookunpore -was settled at 10,225 rupees, any conversation with the 
manager i If you bad, what was the sum of it } 
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had expressed fnsreadiness to take it at that jummq* hot re¬ 
ceived no answer from your Petitioner* That inrepiy to the 
last and most remarkable leading question* f this witness de¬ 
poses, that Noonoo Misser dick not approve of the offer of 
25 Hs. more, hut* in consequence of much hum hie importunity 
on the part of your Fetitioner, at length agreed to it# With re* 
gard to the evidence of this witness, your Petitioner humbly so* 
Fjcits your Board's most particular attention, and beseeches 
your Board to weigh well the contents of the plaintiff 1 ’s original 
Durhhast , as well as his sworn deposition under the head of 
the sesond charge, and to decide 1st, Whether the spirit, which 
pervades the examination of this witness*—this worthy servant 
of the plaintift^T-be any thing like the cool, dispassionate, dis¬ 
interested spirit of even-handed justice ?—Sdly, Whether it 
savours not of something like a determination to hunt your 
Petitioner down; and for this purpose, recourse is had*among 
other means, to that of a pre-concerted arrangement with wit* 
nesses, with respect to the statement of circumstances not 
only unfounded in truth, but of which, even as untruths, 
the most distant idea is not to be obtained either from the 
original vetitigil of plaint, or from the plaintiff's deposition 
upon oaw» 1 four Petitioner submits, whether it may not fair¬ 
ly be asked, where , on the records of the ease , is the matter 
to be found, which can , by any possibility of construction , 
JtEJMs to the last two leading interrogatories ? If these ques¬ 
tions, even as leading questions,, be not grounded upon 
any preceding matter on the face of the records, and 
your Petitioner makes bold to deny its existence there, 
does -not the very nature of the questions themselves 
fairly' imply, dial besides the acts which are performed 
openly on the stage of justice, there are, in the unfortu¬ 
nate case of your Petitioner, some which have been, per- 
formed behind the curtain also, upon the performance qf 
which alone is it possible to aecount for them ? Does it not 
necessarily imply,that there has been some pre-concerted range, 
which the- witness was to take in his deposition, regarding 
which there has been some secret communication between the 
witness and those who are concerned in his examination, and 
theomissioft of which is thus boldly indicated to him l. Your 
Petitioner forbears saying, mo re,_ L j_ 

• Yea haveststed above, that ih« manager toi<l Nofiooo.Minor»» 
bid id R*. above the sum of 10/200 Ri.; therefore, (it i« aafody) whether 
Kobnoo M«s«r consented to the iucirase of 25 rupees ou tlie aiinyle 
word of tb« manager, or alter onub conjuring and import itoft/> 


^TTiaf Muddhraput deposes, “ i|ot he obtained anelephartt 
from (he plaintiff forth® conveyance of cash, and for the spate 
of 6 or 10 days continued taking the sum of 7,750 Rs, cm this 
elephant to your Petitioner’s Kuchuree: That, Booneead* 
* 6ingh and RamiidlieenSingh began to outbid the opposite pat 1 * 
ty, upon which Noonoo Misser abused Booneead Singh : that 
witness then told Booneead Singh, to place Thinguee Jha and 
Serodhur Sursutee before the manager, (your Petitioner,) 
and said that if their security be not accepted, he would tW 
posit cash e that Noonoo Misser gave utterance to abusive lan- 
gusge towards Thingnee Jha and Serodhur Sursutee ; that 
the security of the two above-named individuals not being 
approved, witness went up to the manager and ottered to 
deposit cash, and if what he had brought should not prove 
equal to what might be required, lie would in an hour make 
up the the deficiency : that Noonpo* Misser, who, as well a* 
Manick Jha, were sitting with die manager, abused him, and 
in common with the manager said, that instead of rupees he had 
brought tkeekrees* : that, upon this, witness brought away 
the bags of cash which were lying on the eteaham, and after 
placing them in the Kuchuree where the 27/nlHeit, was pro¬ 
ceeding to announce it to the manager, when Booneead Sing 
and Ramudheen Singh informed him that the Purgumia watf 
given in form to Raja Uujindernarain Bae, and asked, what 
was the use of your keeping the cash here ? arid, that, 1 accordin g 
to their advice, he carried away the rupees on the elephant.’* - 
That, Ramudheen Singh, with an intermixture of much 
extraneous matter, plausibly introduced into his deposition for 
the pnrpose of exciting suspicion, and giving a colour to the 
plaintiff's charge, has stated that your Petitioner disapproved 
his security, as well as his offer to deposit cash j that annoyed 
by the remarks of the people in thh Kuchufee , that lie had not 
brought rupees but theehrees % witness mounted the elephant 
and brought and placed the rupees where th^rent is received; 
that the witness then went to your Petitioner in the Kuchu• 
rec, and requested that the money be counted off, and was 
desired to let it remain for the present; and that your Petitioner 
began to calculate interest, and the value of the lands mention¬ 
ed in the security: that, witness said to the manager, that the 
matter of security was not confined to the value of the lands; 
that the public bidding should go on, and according to the 
amount of th ejumm a, be sho ul d deposit cash equal to’ two kist.r , 
• fiiaaii hilt of broken earthen vessels. 
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or half of &6jumni(ti and dtakethe lease afterwards* buttle 
manager paid no regard to the witness?* request of putting up 
the farm to public bidding, and himself continued calculating 
interest: That according to the witness’s own statement,he, at 
this stage of the affair, vent to Loknath Misser wlio was sit- 
ing elsewhere, whence they’could neither see nor hear live 
manager transacting business, and'witness had time to enter 
into a discussion with the said Loknath Misser on the subject 
of the manager's inattention to his requests, and to seat him¬ 
self tliere for awhile ; that, on the arrival of a person to say 
that the settlement of Rookunpore had come on, Loknath 
Misser urged him to go and see if a higher bid than Jhoomuk 
Lai’s had been offered $ that witness replied that Booneead 
Singh was on the spot, and, if tliere be a higher bid, Booneead 
Singh wouId offer more ; that afterwards witness also went 
and found dial no bidding had taken place, but found the 
manager importuning Noonoo Misser to ofler 25 Rs. more than 
the amount of Jhooinuk Lai’s Dvrlchast, and Noonoo Misse, 
refusing his consent; that, at length, after further importuni* 
tv, Noonoo MbserVsilence was construed into consent, and a 
Jjurkhast iiMbe name of Taraneepursaud on the part of 
Baja Rajindurnarain Rae was drawn up and approved, and 
the Purgunna was not put up to public bidding. Witness, on 
cross-examination, is not able to state the number of bags 
which contained the cash removed by him from the back of 
the. elephant. 

21.. That, your Petitioner submits, whether it be not clear 
from the depositions of ail the foregoing witnesses, and from 
the very questions that are put to Booneead Singh towards the 
dose of his evidence,that the Purgunna was put up to bidding, 
and that both parties did actually bid for it ?—Your Petitioner 
farther submits, whether the cdhflicting testimony of Muddhra- 
putand Ramudkeen Singh, as the self-acknowledged bearers of 
the cash from thejback of the elephant to a certain part of your 
Petitioner’s Ruchuree> particularly that portion of Ramud* 
been Singh's evidence which necessarily implies the expiration 
of a very considerable space of time between his depositing the 
cash and his returning after the settlement, to tlie spot where 
he alleges having deposited it, do not divest them both of all 
title to credibility ? As Muddhraput has positively asserted 
that he removed the money from the back of the elephant, 
and after placing it in a certain part of the Kucheree , was 
proceeding |o announce his having done so, when he met 



ftarnUdbeeu §i*gh and BobfieeddSitigh in tittil® 
settlement was over. YflWPetitibner further stthnilts,: tB$t, 
since tile period occupied by the settlement did not Exceed 
three days, whet could possibly induce one of the witnesses jta 
persevere, as he has bold!ystated,in carrying his bags of money 
backwards and forwards for the space of eight or ten days $ 
what object did he, or his employer hope to attain by the 
allegation of Bitch a remarkable proceeding, alike out of time 
and place after the settlement was over ? Yet such is tlii 
evidence upon the strength of which Mr. Collector Goulds* 
bury lias not hesitated to pronounce the 2nd charge to be 
proved!— ’ 

22. That, here again your Petitioner has reason to com¬ 
plain of the suppression of his evidence in refutation of tha 
testimony of the plaintiff's witnesses : that no notice what¬ 
ever is taken of the attested proclamations, the Roobnkarecs of 
settlements, of which it is in evidence that the witness fta- 
mudheen Singh took copies at the timeof the plaintiff's letter, 
dated 25th Phagoon , 1239, which has been acknowledged 
by the witness as well as the plaintiff’s Mooty/ar, Miisa Us- 
kuree, Waked / of the depositions of Jankee* sM Sirishttidary. 
Khedoolal, Bikrum Singh, Seefulee andOogiat; the above-men¬ 
tioned documentary and parole evidence proving that no mo¬ 
ney was brought into the Kuchuree: that the Purgunna was 
put up to public bidding in consonance with the terms of tlie 
Proclamations, and let to the highest bidder accordingly : 
that among other items recorded by the Collector in hia^jfrm- 
bnkaree of the 1st February last 4 , to have been proved oh the 
20th January, is thsf plaintiff's letter of the 24th Kit tick 
1240, written seven months after the estate bad been farmed,* 
and the plaintiff had by Ramttdheen Singti been put in pos¬ 
session of the Roobakarees of settlement, the said witness 
being employed by the plaintiff at (he manager's Kuchuree 
for tne purpose of taking copies of all the papers and accounts 
of die Office. Your Petitioner submits whether, if any thin* 
objectionable or improper had occurred in the settlement of 
the farms, the plaintiff would not have instantly brought it 
to the noticeW your Petitioner's immediate superior On the 
spot, instead of furnishing him in the last-mentioned letter 
with a written acknowledgment, that none of your Petitioner’s ' 
predecessors had dime so much as himself for die benefit 
of the'estate f So Imig after the commitment of die evil laid 
at your Petitioner's door, is not such an acknowledgment snf- 



fif&eot to excite suspicion $s to the veracity 0 & thepl&inlit? 
af well as his witnesses, in an. unprejudiced tmnd l 

23. That, as soma stress Has been-laid on tJwa,Pifr#u«J2a’r 
being let out for less than the Government- Sevenue, your 
Petitioner begs leave to state, that, tn his answer ofthe 11th 
November, 1833, Mr. Collector Gpiildsbury is informed of its 
having been let fori ess once before also by the manager of. the 
time to the same party .from 1234 to 1239, Maolkee 9 and of 
Pur gun ua Sooltanpore*s having been farmed for 5,000 ru¬ 
pees less than the Government jumma to Messrs. C. and G. 
Palmer by the Court of Wards likewise ; but the more cir¬ 
cumstance of their being let for less tlian the Government 
Revenue was not then made a matter of complaint either 
against the manager, or the Court of Wards : 

24. That, Mr. Collector Gouldsbury has in his letter staU 

ed to be p >st all doubt, that this Purgunna has been farmed 
“ for considerably less , than its actual value,” and In the 
margin stated that value to be upwards of 17,000 rupees. In 
explanation your Petitioner submite,that Mr.Collector Goulds* . 
bury lias in the first place, unfortunately for your Petitioner, 
omitted to notice that this was the jumma ,of 1231 and not 
the present jumma ; that in the next place, it has not consist* 
ed with Mr. Collector Gouldbury's view of the case to adopt 
the only proper measure, by which he could Itave assertained 
its present real value, via, by the institution fit a local en¬ 
quiry : that, the Purgtftpna Rookqonpoor as well as silia 
Gforarec, are situated on the banks of rivers, open to their en¬ 
croachments, and liable at the same time to serious injury 
by their receding, as well as by thet browing up of sandi 
that as an instance at hand, your Petitioner has barely to 
state that the jumma of zilla Goraree, which the plaintiff 
holds in farm at 14,061 rupees and still complains of loss, was 
formerly 32,000 Its.; under these circumstances your Petition¬ 
er humbly submits, whether, Mr. Collector Go'uldsbury, upon 
such insufficient grounds, is justified in thus boldly deciding 
ufitm yt»dr Petitioner’s ciulpability ? . . 

25. That, from M r. Collector Gpuldsbury’s statement of 
the 3d charge, as laid down in the Qtb paragraplfhof his letter, 
ope vC$ey be‘led to infer that your Petitioner’s demand of 
remuneration fpr the prosecution of s^ita refers, generally 
to/the fetc very of all mat lands belonging to the estate; 
ymil petitioner, therefore, begs leave vF state, specifically, 
that his demand is limited to the conducting of suits for 



( stf 'j 

tbe recovery ofanfch lands drily a# fcavctert ffcfajfttyflfep frbM 
the estate long before it* attachment by a Court of La'^f fe4 
that your considers did prosecution of all stilts.ormU* 

uatiirg under h’woWif management, as well as that of hii flfifc.- 
decessors, as part of thO irtanager’s dnty : . ■•>' 

26; That, with respect to the 4th Charge referred Mb tile 
JOrh paragraph, Mr. Collector Gouldsbury has not considered 
it necessary or proper to record his opinion ; and recognise! 
Sliaik Punaoolan’s a* the only evidence in support of the 
charge, altho' his Persian Heobnkaree abounds in extra* 
ordinary hearsay evidence, which has been admitted into i% 
in a manner, as extraordinary as the evidence itself. Nay. 
more, Mr. George Palmer, the plaintiffs Prince of Witnesses, 
even after lie denied being witness to the charge, has, by thd 
presiding Authority,been permitted to unfold a long studied, 
tale, which needs no further notice at your Petitioners hands, 
than a humble request, that in common with the evidence of 
Mtrza Gbolam Hydur, it may be bnrely glanced over in 
comparison with Shark Panaoorah’sevidence. That after the 
opinion, clearly recorded by Mr. Commissioner Steer, in his 
decision of the case as to the*ground of the persecution which 
your Petitioner bits suffered so long, it would lie presumption 
in your Petitioner to enter into any detail, particularly, np he, 
basin sente of his preceding petitions both English and Persian, 
stated fully the measures which have been adopted by the ca¬ 
bal, which has been formed to compass, by means of this very 
prosecution, your Petitioner’s dismissal ami ruin ; for no other 
reason, than that of his not lending himself to their Anil pur¬ 
poses. That, if your petitioner had been permitted (and your 
Petitioner submits, whether he was not, under the very peculiar 
circumstances of his case, entitled to if as a matter < >t right ?) 
to produce evidence in detail of ilie manner-Ri which this com- , 
plaint has been got up, ahd was .carrying on, vow Petitioner 
would liave held Up to the view of the Court, the measures re¬ 
sorted to by Mr. George Palmer for influencing Shaik Pana* 
eolali to uphold Mr. Palmer’s hearsay testimony, by giving hw 
n*n evidence in consonance with it. That your Peiitiunersb } 
far back as the 7th December, in his petition of that date, m* 
iormed yoUr Board of tHe deputation of the highest Judicial 
ivative AiithotUy in the District, to exert bis influence in this , 
particular instance, derived from personal intimacy and . 

official situation, to sVriy this witness, and to secure his evidence 
in conformity with Mr. George Palmer’s deposition, Thut, 
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jpnr Petitioner humbly that where such eflbrls am 

made, and each measures kid recourse to, by a man of such 
unquestionable ascendency «aa "Mr. George Palmer, what 
gnaind lias an isolated individual, depni*$d as your Peti- 
tfewt? has been, of the means of thpo«#ng mm his enemies' 
itwpifpus proceedings, to consider Insiifeim-character safe ? 
< 27i That, withj-espect to#e 5tbimir|e «#*, alluded to in 
ftfc 1 lth 'paragsaj&h, Mr. Cofetetor GuuW*bu|y haeWt con¬ 
sidered it necessary or "proper to^ffer agw opinion } but pre¬ 
tends td give from the reccn dsoC^He Oml 0ouft a summary 
statement of its actual nature j, that rtogriev^syouT Petitioner, 
thgt ire is obliged so frequently to’cotttplaiifW the omission or 
jttjpprf&sion of matter bearing any thing like a beneficial ten¬ 
dency on your Petitioner's aide of Jjkeluwe ; but urged by the 
circumstances of Ins peculiar situation, lie ia necessitated to 
notice in ^self-defence, dibit your Petitioner would otherwise 
Ifeve passed over in silence: That your Petitioner now begs 
pei mission to give an account somewhat diSVrent from Mr* 
Collector Gonldsbury’s summary recital, based ufum the do- 
' cxuneniary proceedings of your Petitioner's superiors, and to 
Mate, what, your Petuinner submits, Mr. Collector Gouldabu- 
ry ought to have knobn and stated from tire very records of 
thOtcase under his own investigation, that,the burthen of this 
Identical charge had been qfjficiaUy discussed tn 1829 & 1850, 
IalMr* feting Collector Hawkins' report on the subject, with 
hit ietjtcf of the 7th December, 1829, to the Commissioner ; 
mo Commissioners leuer^l* (he 23d Pebiuary, 1850, to the 
Mjpttectof';* Mr. Collector Juowis’s letter of the 18th June, 
1830UO the Commissioner’s address; and die Commissioner's 
.decision of the Sftth June, 1830: thdfWhole of this corns* 
papdfcnce beingfaf ufe command in his own office, apd indi¬ 
cated by your Petitioner time, Mr. Collector Gpuldsbuiy, 
aai^resi^nt^f the Court of Epquuy, ouglii to have known 
aMtatafedd from the vary same Sherds, dial notwHbsbindiug 
ytraLP^ittoner’s request, tltat^the then Collector qfpe 
^erwouhf be pleussdto direct «Jie j Zumindars to tppsegute 
yifUitaPedHoo^Mpdd Mr. Reed^Jpmdy, your Petitioner was 
#NS»X* £ *t/Xwtinna from hiMmniediute^uperipr, dated 
ijpfl dfiSpdl& Nj3Q, to M»e "in the very jfvann#* which,has been 
14 dpbfjtea#**) ®id here yo^^eudiopecaubmits, .whether the 
cbnve^on'ydr ititojimple roattotyimo ab^odle for persecu¬ 
ting would cool, cHspat^ion^^ mnrejudieed mind, 

higt "(been duly priced a» ihvolvmg mischief .with respect to 
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▼our P«Moner, and more than ujste .vexation to tit? Court ? 
That, in the said 11th paragraph, Mr* Collector Gouldfb,Mfv 
has set forth, as if from Hie records of the Civil Cnurt^Ww 
<£ your Petitioner has stated in hw petition of plaint, that 
■ « alt ho’ Mr. Reed made use of his name, he tie ver hail pettifog 
« sion of the farm', and that Mr. Reed is the responsible par.. 
“ son; Mr. Reed on the other hand stated, that he merely oe- . 
(< came security for Mr. linlach.” That, an tlte question.of 
your Petitioner’s having or pot having an interest in the faring 
is not before your Board, it would be improper in your Peti. 
tioner to enter upon it in this place; but your Petitioner feela 
it incumbent upon himself to bring to the notice of your Board 
that part of Mr. Collector Gouldsbury’s representation, winch 
has a tendency to impeach your Petitioner’s veracity : yoqr 
Petitioner begs leave to submit distinctly, that Mr. Collector 
Gouldsbury, in stating the nature of Mr. Reed’s defence, and 
saying that he merely became security for your Petitioner, hna 
stated the result of a very partial examination of the records 
of the case; in -which, if Mr. Collector Gouldsbury had taken 
the trouble to examine somewhat more fully, he would ham 
found a letter from Mr. Reed to your Petitioner's address, 
holding your Petitioner harmless with respect to the farm 
in question. 

28. That, with reference to the 6th charge, altho' Mr. 
Collector Gouldsbury in the 12th paragraph of Tiis letter, has 
not considered it, necessary to say more than that it appears to 
have been brought forward merely 4o account for the friend¬ 
ship between your Petitioner and Noonoo Misser, and to pass? 
it over without farther notice; yet, pending the investigation^, 
he was disposed to look upon it as a matter of so nmchconse# 
quence, as even to exceed his powers, in the illegal attachment 
of their property, with a view tq^tarnging t\ie heirs of Jaykanth 
Rae personally before him; that, the records of the case bear 
testimony to this extraordinary proceeding, and shew that Mr. 
Collector Gouldsbury did not he||tate to do this under cir*, 
cumstances, wherein your Petitioner submits, whether it might 
not; be fairly asked, what*good purpose C#n Mr. Collector 
Gouldsbury have had in contemplation? If to obtain proof erf 
the possible culpability of foil” Petitioner, the records il£ the 
Civil Court in this instance, he jn that of zilia Gomree, wgre at 
hand; nay, more, taremove the necessity of even takiqg thir 
trouble, the acknowledgment of f our Petitioner himself*whs 
in Mr. Collector Gouldsbury’s possession: Your Petitioner 
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submits, whether be be notjiat'Jiocl in.btingir^ to yoirBoard’s 
notice, this keenness of pursuit after shadows, tending evenin 
appearenee only, tfl> militate in th® slightest degre^agoi nst your 
Petitioner ? Ami Jie most hwft)bly^uh«ptS|j*, the same time. 
Whether it may ipt, in common wiUiOiber circumstances, be 
vcry ^ustiy viewechas an indexto the which has ope¬ 

rated again styQprPeutiondl' io the course ofthe investigation? 

* 2 $. Jhat, thh imrodncttpn of the 6 th charge being repre- 
aentejby Mr. Collector Gdtildsbu ry appa««*e% to account for 
the frienashrp between yourptotniqiaer md Noonoo Misser, And 
jonjr Petitioner's answer tethis charge bemgconsidered by 
jug,, Collector Gotildsbary altogether unworthy of-notice at 
Ms hands, your Petitioner begs leave to state, that, to an un¬ 
prejudiced mind, the nature or this charge wouldhave exhibit¬ 
ed a far different appearance from that ascribed to it by* Mr. 
Collector Gouldsbury. Y our Petitioner here begs leave to sub- 
'ink to your Board briefly, the., circumstances under which 
your Petitioner took lire Power of Attorney from the heir of 
daykanih Rae: On the death of Jayk&nfh Rae, Me $elj*cre(tt~ 
ed guardian of the deceased’* aifeged adopted so«,obui»ed 
|be*promise of Mr. George Palmer’s paramount influence to 
put uim in possession .of Jaykanth llae’s estate* 90 the guardi¬ 
ans consenting to give Mr. .George Palmer a lease of, the 
landed property for H) years at one>half of it* actual value. 
|dr> Palmer becomes his champion, a petition is,presented, 
§nd an order paweji to subpeena witness®^ and to issue a pro- 
ijt^coation^r theappearapice of. all claimants as. heir*-at4aw. 
Only two days afterwards, the prayer of a second petition, even 
b^fprethe arrival of the witijesseyspbpgjgMed by tire first order, 
lured another order from the CoUTfto pat 4he party in 
non upph furnishing security.. Finding such a remark- 
ict^ession of orders Civil Court flowing in upon 

itaj^yunder Mr/ GecrfgePhjmer's,auspices, fhe 

rent of the 
ascenden- 
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mm MfiliipPjicbodiaa Mt thef&i^ireaties. Yopr Petitioner 

indpy asuwmarysuit,obtained pqa&e?- 
8 estatey did by thu actof common 
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your Petition** offered Wfitt«tfprdWhatb|¥ UsTo^ftalia^r 
nevertheless Mr. Collector Gould*buryha9,aftlr 
go into proof; gitttwtmt% given a turn to 
not bowib out by the records of tm case. And here your Jfl0r~ 
■ titioner begs leave humbl^t© submit, that whatever hftdwv* 
object of introducing* the mention of your Petitioners alleged* 
friendship with Nomwa^Misae^fwhich initself can pfUftsi*; 
nothing,) wiieth^wwii/y he notasu flicien t ground to account 
for theaets of Mr. George Palmer and the plaintiff ? Ypnc* . 
Petitioner farthersubmits, whether Mr. Collector Goaldsbury^ 
has not, by the eJefristWtipirit of his investigation, deprived* 
your Petitioner of the means of establishing this enmity, as if 
very substantial ground of his defence ? - 

30. That, the ISth paragraph of Mr. Collector Goulds** 
b iry*fc letter, commenting upon the Jth and last charge; ir 
worthy of your Board's notice in several points of view: lsfljv 
with reference to the very remarkable manner in which Mr. 
Collector Gouldsbury has darkly expressed himself} g* 
t; Some of the putwarees who were examined ip' support of 
the charge, deposed to answers paving been' taken.’* Your 
Petitioner submits that the plaintiffs charge is distinctly tbfaf 
that you* Petitioner took nuxzert: your Petitioner liow sub* 
mits to your Board’s decision, whether the evidence advanced 
bears out this charge? Your Petitioner farther submits; 
whether this vague, this dark commentary 0f Mr. Collector 
Gouldsbury*s in the pas*ivf voice, be purely accidental} 
or studiously constructed, to convey more than meets the 
ear ? 2dly, With reference to Mr. Collector Gouldsbury’l 
statement of pis opinion, that “ the complainant had nothing 
to do with it.” Your Petitioner submits, that, notwithstanding 
such an opinion, as clear in its expression, as it is iUst in its 
foundation*, it pleased Mr. Collector Gouldsbury to keep your 
Petitioner from the 4th to the 30th December, exposed to *$ 
tiie evils arising out of an ixnjust suspension, as far at leagas 
the investigation of this charge is concerned, unjustiftltjlw 
prolonged, according to Mr. Collector GouldsburyV owm 
Viewing. 3(ffy, WUh respect to Mr. Collecrar GouldsburyTir 
total eijeoqe, regarding the precise nature of the depositions 
of aome oT|he pitl wattes. He& t your Petitioner submits, 
diet Mr. vollectdr Gouldsbtriy, m spite of the dictates of * 
fiorrem judgment90 diitits£% avoiredby him, must needsgo 
into the elxainioatioo pf the pUfjvureea, and-state, boMMr 
daddy, Jus opiniM of the some of them, yromdit 


fctfe Wit; i nconsisfentwif If the object f of evt*iihaf!fded j nitre*, 
to state atfhe same time, that, sortie bitters of these tutored 



laid Ins door, Ion*; before ybht petitioner’s appointment 
*othpmanagement of the estate ? , v 
v $(: Thjd, itjs stated by"Mr. CcmeCtor GouldsbUry in the 
14jttj paragraph of his leUefythiit in referring to the records 
of hU office, iie finds that thi$ Jshot tit# first time that Beiiie 
Govind Singh has qpinplaidfed of Mr, Tibiae’s conduct. That 
mi the 7th December, l829,^Mf. Hawkinsin reporting to the 
^Commissioner regarding petitions presented by Bftjue Govind 
Singh and Ranee Sedhwnttee praying forvMtt*.Imlacn’s removal, 
states, that he considered thexharges unfounded, but does not 
appear to have instituted aby particular enquiry on the sub- 
'Wtj founding his opinion merely on the replies furnished by 
Mr. Ittilach.” That your Petitioner here begs permission to 
Bubjgdi^ to* your Board, that either Mr. Collector Goulds- 
bury’s examination of the contents of Mr., Hawkins’ letter, 
has been extremely partial\ or that it has not pleased Mr. 
Collector Gould|bury to state the whole of what must neces¬ 
sarily have passed under his eyes, in his perusal of the letter 
above alluded to; that a reference to this letter will prove that 
Hr. Hawkins did not found his opinion merely on the replies 
furnished by your Petitioner, but upon u Mr. Itnlach’s cha- 
racter, and his mode oTconducting business, as well as from 
u his own knowledge obtained from the records of his office.” 
That, your Petitioner larther submits, that Mr. Collector 
pouldsbury’s general reference to the records of his office 
upon siiltjecLs connected with this case, has, like his examina¬ 
tion of the contents of Mr. Hawkins’ letter, either been ex- 
ffcemcly partial, or, he must Have past over some of the most 
importattt document, wliich, I ike'certain parts of Mf. Haw- 
|i#|s leittcr^ niilitate against the plaintiff, and with’ respect to 
| Petitioner bear a favourable aspect. That yOurPtftiti Offer 
! fbnsiders it necessary to staie fervour Board’s information,that 
vi^e ftrosl^e found ill the recOros of the Collector’s office, 
iff of the subject of Hr. Hawkins’ letter above 

alluded (% jp#e^tifhliored f7$:d«ted^he28d February, 1830, 
Ok ,$©fulnissioff&;^8 J Warher tbHf'. Collector iohis’s 
address, desiriug further infofmation,and dkectip’g further 


enmiiryfl^ M^ fi'diu Mr/Collectof Lowis dated 18th June, 
1880,' communicating the. result of the enquiry enjoined; 



and a <A*>^fwm Mr, Comini83i«dbr Lee Warner, Np. 507, d*fc- 
ed£8th June, 1830, conveying hUdecision, and, ail Represented 
to your Board i n your Pet iiioner’s refutation of Mr. Acting Col¬ 
lector Bead's laboured report of the 16th August, dcclari* {£• 
the accusations of tkisvery Bejue Govind Singh to be totally 
unproved , and destitute of truth t and convicting hitikof in¬ 
trigue and combination deserving the severest censure, giv¬ 
ing your Petitioner the option of suing for damages in the 
Civii Court for defamation of character, and declaring at ike 
same time that $ repetition Of such conduct would subfet 
Bejue Govind Singh to a more marked degree of censure, a ud 
the displeasure of Government be drawtfdown upon him fihr 
conduct so degrading to the character of a native gentleman. 
That your Petitioner beseeches your Board to decide, after a 
reference to the letters above detailed, whether Mr. Collector 
Gouldsbury's manner of alluding to‘the former accusatiot&of 
the plaintifi Bejue Govind Singh, be not, by the suppression 
of the intermediate proceedings ami their result, calculated to 
generate suspicion against your Petitioner? And your Peti¬ 
tioner most humbly submits, whether, when viewed with refer¬ 
ence to the general feature of Mr. Collector Gould^bury's pro¬ 
ceedings, whenever any circumstance beneficial to your Peti- 
uer’s side of the question, has fallen in his way, it be pos- 
le to pronounce such a garbled statement to be purely 
accidental? 

32. That, in the 15th paragraph of his letter, Mr. Collec¬ 
tor Gouldsbury .refers to your Petitioner’s assumption of a 
power, pronounced by your Board to be illegal, in farming 
out estates entrusted to his management and care. In expla¬ 
nation your Pelitjbner begs leave to submit that your Peti¬ 
tioner, in his official situation of Manager, has nof&ssumed 
any power which lias not been exercised, by all his predeces¬ 
sors, as well as by ^Collectors in the Courts of Wards, tip 
very recent period, to your Pcijjlion^c’s knowledge, without 
any check or interdiction froife higher Rntliority. And yowpe¬ 
titioner farther submits for ^formation, that in this District, 
the system of letting out plates in farm lias been in operation 
ever since the Company’s acquisition of this part of the coun¬ 
try ,—a system, from which, as one so long established, and 
still farther strengthened by th&tiniform practice of the local 
Judicial, asjvell as .the licvenue Officers under Goyernipenf, 
—your Pet'dioner,yrquld not have felt himself justified f in tlbyi- 
ating io ady extent without/the express injunction of liis 
immediate superiors in office. That Mr. Collector Goulds- 
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bury hiw farthesteetei i<Mlns paragraph, that the assumption 
of ibis power, (which yot r Peotitioner lies above explained) 
4 ‘ has, it would appear* led to many abuses,” your Petitioner 
begs pertnisatan to submit to your Board in answer, chat 
an observation so vague in itself,Should not be allowed to 
carry any weight: and to submit farther, that if at any time 
hereafter it be found to imply any thing against yourt Peti¬ 
tioner, (at yotur Petitioner has strong reasons to suspect that 
it will, from circumstances which have transpired regarding 
Mr. Collector Goukhburyb unseasonable recommendation, 
Upon very questionable grounds, of his friends the Messrs. 
Palmet, to take your Petitioner's place in the management 
oiilie^estate of Ravel lee, &c.) it will please your Board, in 
jufal.ce to your Petitioner as an injured man, to afford hun an 
opportunity of explanation and defence, both as an individu¬ 
al* and as Manager of the estate, before the passing of your 
final orders. 

34. That your Petitioner, having gone through the whole 
•f Mr. Collector Gouldsbury's English representation, and of* 
fil ed to the 'consideration of the Board such explanation as 
the case of your Petitioner required at his hands:—and hav- 
in a separate Persian Durtrhaat, fully set forth his grie¬ 
vances with respect to Messrs. Collector Read and Gouldsbu- 
ry*8 Persian proceeding also, in comparison with the English 
representation, your Petitioner's only remaining prayer now 
tip, that your Board will pleased to take the contents of his 
petitions of the 20th October, 2$d and 30th November and 7th 
Jlecember, 1833, together with the Persian petitions of the 4th 
December, 1833, ami 1st February, 1834, into your serious con¬ 
sideration, and award that full measure of justice, for which 
the exhfaordihary, unjustifiable treatment his case has experi¬ 
enced from the focal authorities of the District, loudly calls 
from the decision of four Board, as the constituted authority 
uncksfGoyerntnenf, fp prevent, as well as correct irregularity 
and oppression, in its'subordinate officers placed unefer your 
control, and to operate as a site guard to the rights ana in¬ 
terests of its fubjects, and your fpti tkmer as in duty bound 
will ever pray. 

P,*rfea / x March, 1834. (Signed) A . 1MLACH. 
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To THE MEMBUS Of TEE BOAED *» 

Fonr William. 



The humble Petition of Alycmder Imlatth, Mmager qf 
Muhalfat Purgumas ff avellee Purneea, 4*s»< v 

Shewet h, 

« " 4 

That, by an ^oversight in the engrossing of his petition 

upon atgmpt paper, a paragraph which should have been 
numbered 33, being left out, your Petitioner hereby begs pew 
mission to amend the said petition by the introduction into 
its proper place of the accompanying paragraph, and theeor- 
rection of the number of that with which Mid petition is dd» 
sed, and your Petitioner, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 


Pvrnea ; 31sf March, 1834. (Signed) A. 1MLACH. 

33. That, your Petitioner now has but two circumstances 
more, forming very prominent features in Mr. Collector 
Goul&sbury’s investigation of the charges, to bring to the no¬ 
tice of your Board; viz. the number of voices, which Mr, 
Collector Gouldbbury tolerated as if they were the voices of a 
jury; and a practice, your Petitioner .submits, rather novel, 
in the cross-examination of witnesses Fthat the voices which 
prevailed, were those of the Sitishtadar, the Pishkar, and tho* 
last, not least in {.mint of consideration, the Nazir of the CoW 
lcctorship, in direct infringement pf the Regulations. That 
the practice alike* novel and objectionable, introduced by 
Mr. Collector Go^d-sbury with respect to cross-examination, 
consisted in discunffng the end and aim of the questions pro* 
in the presence and within the hearing.of tli^witness¬ 
es before he allowed them to be^writtervdown, or,put Co the 
witnesses; your Petitioner submits, ibati§|jw questions 
in the first place, to have b«en allowed w V entered, and it 
in the judgment of the Court they needed explanation, or4ftere 
likely to give rise to discwinjUfe the witnesses ought to have 
been removed before the Quart insisted upon die explana¬ 
tions being given ; or, if the questions were considered deci¬ 
dedly objectionable, the Court in pronouncing them to be wi 9 
ought to have allowed them, to stand on (lie reco^h oi|h* 
case, open to the decision of a superior Court. That instead 
of doing this, almost every question, that was proposed, was 
sure to be immediately followed by one fiom the Ptetadcut 



of the Gowrt, demanding (ta sbese veryiratsibfytotwgi m aiiub, 
and fiitteHng it away into nothing: by ibis mantis effectually 
puttingi^whneffcs upon tbeijc guard, and virtually dis- 
armingyour Petitiorjerof'nll petirezjB elicit important truths 
otit of Ihe plaintiff’s witnesses.^ 

# i 

N..B.—The Stidder Board past their final after on the 
Appeal of Bijue Govind Singh on the 26th September, HJ34 
—recording it as tiieir opinion, that they couldno*tin(kr*a&on 
for altering^! decision of the Commissioner; but took not 
the slightest Notice of the unwarrantable^ proceeding# mid 
cdndtoct of their subordinate" officers, which thf^JManager 
tfibmitted to their ddjfe&ion. * 



TO Hit SKCB<j&fclBG¥»TKB RlGJfT BOItORABMS THR OOBBBHOR 
GKNBBAL OF INDIA IN COtfNCII* 

The humble Memorial of Alexander Imlack t late 
Manager of the Estates of Afuhakit Purgunyu 
JLtveUee Poorneea, SfC. Purgunna Soorjapore, 

and Soum Rmbhag , 

Shkwkth, ^ 

That, voar memorialist, aggrieved by the local Authorities 
of the District of Poorneea in the treatment of his case, by 
his removal from office, and by the absence of that consider- 
ation, which your meii»oiialist*isub nit* his case required** 
from the Commissioner's Court, as well aaf the Sudder Board, 
with reference to the conduct of the said local Authorities, 
now begs leave to appeal to the justice of your Lordship 
in Council : 

& That, your memorialist begs leave to state, dial, in 
1827 he was appointed by'the Civil Court of sillah Myroen- 
singli Manager of the Sherpore joint, undivided estate, which 
was attached by that Court inconsequence or disputes be¬ 
tween the proprietors; and subsequently two other estates 
were placed under charge of your memorialisr, with salaries* 
amounting to 900 rupees per mensem ; and that the manage¬ 
ment was c inducted with such diligence and care, as merited 
the approbation of his Immediate superior, until the begin¬ 
ning of 1899, when ill-health compelled him to leave the<< 
di'ttict : 

3. That, two of the above-mciajponed estates were exten¬ 
sive ones, and the third a small estate, and that of these three 
diitinct estates yd&fr memorialist wa4 Manager with the 
knowledge and sanction of the Board of Revenue^* 

4. That, your memorialist was under Regulation* V, of f&SJT, 
appointed in 1899, by the Collector offlmziilal^ Podded 
M anager of the estate of Purgunui Huvellee Poorneea* 8cc, 
with a salary of 700 rupees ppr mensem ; and that inproof 
ofhisgiod management he has it m his power to produce 
unexceptionable testimonials, as well as a comparative state¬ 
ment of profits arising out of the said estate 

5. That, shortly after the appointment of your memori¬ 
alist Bijue Govind Singh, proprietor of a rooiery of die said 
estate, preferred against your memorialist ceitain charges, 
which the Commissioner id his decision,dated 98th June, 1830, 
pronounced u to be totally unproved and destitute of truth " 
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tmd the said Bifue Gooisbd Singh lo be guilty of “intrigue 
mnd combination deserving the severest censure** .*— 

6. That, again in 1852?, when the aforesaid Bijue GotM 
Singh petitioned the Sudd* Dewanny Adawlat tor there, 
vnoval of yonr memorialist, his prayer was opposed not only by’ 
kite contending party but by Mr. Hawkins also, the then 
Collector of the District, who on the 10th August, 1833, 
requested the Commissioner to obtain Jibe * sanction of 
the Sudder Board to his (the Collector^*) quaking a 
representation to the Sudder Dewanny Adawlut arguing 
against the removal of yoyr memorialist ; and among other 
reasons on tho impolicy of that measure, Mr- Hawkins 
tasted as follows: * 4l To them” (i. e* the eons of the late Ntija 
Sreenarain Rae,) w the removid of the Surburmkar would 
** be a measure of great liastbhrp, as they have succeeded to 

* the estate hy virtue of inheritance and are naturally anxious 
to preserve their hereditary property ; wheieus Bhya Jim, 

w the father of Bijue Govind Singh, was the first of kite fu- 
•* mily who ever had any thing lo say to it, and the eon, I 
“ fear, would have no objection to convert his share of the 
’** property into cash, I am certainly justified in saying, that 
df Bijue Govind Singh can have no good object in view in 

* wishing to remove the Surburaftar. If good management 
be his object, that has been already obtained, as for the last 

•* three years, the estate has yielded Wlarger profit than it did 

* ever before, and there n scarcely a bigsh, which is cultiva- 
** b!e, out of cultivation ;** and the Sudder Dewanny Adawlut 
confirmed the eontrnuanoe of the Surhnrakar * 

7. That, besides the foregoing testipywiy, Mr. Officiating 
Gcdleeter Hawkins 7 letter, dated 7th December, 1829, to the 
Commissioner of the Division ; Mr. Collector Lowis* letter 

iBth dune, 1830, to the Commissioner's address; 
flndJMr. £omiw$ftt<iwer Lee Warner's letter of the 98th June, 
ana among'the records of the Cemmissioner’s and Col- 
lectcqdjp respective offices, and testify to the conduct and eha- 
meterof yeurinbynorialibt: 

8* That, your memorialist here begs leave to submit for 
your Lordship’s consideration a Statement, exhibiting the pro¬ 
duce of the estate under different management, shewing an 
Witees^^^roftLtw^the proprietors under the oumagement of 
your mSSmot itlai 
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lized braids* the annuSf 
follreftdna. 





Arrears to il»« amount of 
26500 rupees were res¬ 
itted ia 1237 betides tbe 
annaal rollecttons 


6. That, your memorialist further submits, that stibsov 
quent to the decision of the Commissioner regarding the 
charges brought foiwaid by tbe afoiesaid Bijue Govirul 
Singh, your memorialist was, on tike solicitation of the cpfe 
tending proprietors of Purgunnu feopijapore, Appointed 
to warmi the close of 1830, Manager of that Putgunnu also, 
on a monthly salary of 500 rupees, die proprietors having 
agreed to pay your memorialist 300 rupees, in addition to this 
allowance j^jthqrto attached to the sitsialisp, as an induce* 
inent to your memorialist to devote » portion of his tynelutd 
attention to the management of their affairs, 4 as may be seen 
itom tbe recorded applications of the proprietors of that Pur* 

f unnu to the Collector’s address, dated 7th and 8th Asin^ 
238 Mooltceei and moreover, that, in like manner, on the 
application of the proprietors themselves, who hied tbe salary 
ot your memorialist *t 100 rupees per mensem, Mr. <CoHocr 
lor Hawkins was further pleased to appoint your memoria# 
list in 183L Manager nr# third estate nominated Sows* 
Bunbhag. 








.. 10, That, your. memomhst submits,that independently 
of (he recorded opinions of public functionaries above alluded 
to, the urupiimous solicitation of the proprietors, mho iu al¬ 
most every other respect are at variance with one another, 
hut who in the case of your memorialist, came forward with 
one accord tpsecure his services by allowing him more than 
double the ialary paid to any of his predecessors, indicates 
the favourable estimation in which his conductand character 
have been generally held, regarding the manugdmettt of pro¬ 
perty entrusted to his care: that, your memorialist begs 
leave • to submit further. jo your Lordship's particu¬ 
lar notice and attention, witt even Bijue Govirid Singh 
himself, in a letter addressed to your memorialist, dated so 
late as 24th Kartick, 1240 Moolkee , corresponding with 
the 8th November, 1832, has acknowledged, that youi* me¬ 
morialist had managed his property U&mnch greater advan¬ 
tage than any of his predecessors; he therefore sent a power of 
attorney to your memorialist to act for him at discretion: 

II. ThaV from April 1829, to August 1833, your me¬ 
morialist conducted the- WNneea of the three said estates 
immediately tinder the eyes of his superiors, and regulaily 
jtjbmmunicated with them verbally as well as by writing, on 
the affairs of these estates, and hjs measures, as the records 
of the Collectorship testify, were generally approved of; but, 
on one occasion when a remisson of 24,000 rupees per annum, 
. yras solicited by Messrs. C. and G. Pairner, the joint farmers 
of j%rgifW*Mr. Huvellee Pporneea, &c. that is, so much from 
the amount or rent they"had stipulated to jhiV, when vour 
memorialist, for reasons fully detailed, not taking upon him¬ 
self lo decide on the application, submitted the question for 
decision \o Mr. Ofjfciating Collector Bead; at tjus juncture, 
B^jue Govimi Singh* .prompted by unworthy motive^ and 
: “ - ‘'Hted thereto ,by Mr. George Palmer andihis frigid 6 , 

* feagued, again stood forth his accuser■ 



r , Mr. Officiating Collector Read, whatever bohis 
construction of the Regulations, in utter disregard of the ^re¬ 
corded -precedents of his office, instead of deciding himself on 
the matter4*f iemission, signed and forwarded to the Com¬ 
missioner of Revenue a labored re}K»rt, dated 18th August, 

"|ff 80 paragraphs, 29 of which are devoted 
to the warm advocacy of the came of his friends, the farmers, 
and 40 the g^positi&ttpf a novek#|Ar of lite relative powers 
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and’twspofwibility or the Collector fend the Manefeir St^th/e- 
gard Soihegranting of remission,—^ 30 palNtgraplielwim^t 
with stating, that “ Bijue Govind Sipgh Nad present&fia pe¬ 
tition” (dated 14th August) u in which he directhjr 'chafg|f|i 
Mr. Imlach” (your memorialist) « and Noonoo Misser wrai. 
not granting the remission in consequence of notree#lvifVg % s 
bribe for so doingand that your memorialist had, therefore, 
been suspended: ’ 

13. That, Mr. Officiating Collector Read, on a regular 
application, refused to grant your memorialist a,copy ofthe 
aforesaid.report; that, your numorialist wa9 therefore nects* 
sitated to apply to the Sudder Board, to whom that report 
had been forwarded by the Commissioner; but before you* 
memorialist could obtain a copy from the Boards and preens 
and* submit his petition in reply, dated S(?th October, 1833, 
the Sudder Board had passed their order upon the report on 
the 84th September, lffcl, and sent it baca to tlie Commis¬ 
sioner: that the Sudder Board, therefore, oh the ground o^the 
papers of the case having been sent to the Commissioner of 
the Division, after perusal returrfcd your memorialist 1 s petition: 
that, your memorialist, in consequence, lost np timetn sub¬ 
mitting the duplicate of hiS salt) petition to the Commissioner 
of the Di vision, arid it grieves your memorialist to submit for 
your Lordship’s consideration, that no notice has been taken 
of it to this day: that the matter of Mr. Officiating Coilec'or 
Read’s said report having been subsequently referreii for in* 
vestigation to Mr. Gouldsbury,^your raeniorinlirit presented 
the tnpiicateof his reply toihatoHieeralsp; but M r. Gouldsbhry 
likewise after perusal returned it, ^n the ground, that the subject 
of Mir. Read’s reference had already‘%een disposedof by the 
Board* altho’ the matter of bribery, ' therein ^originally speci¬ 
fically reported op, was the prirteipaT mihlt for investigation 
before him as President of the Court or ^|uiry;lhatehus, 
the reply of your memorialist, and bis ptaylrfbr a Cu1( 9 inde¬ 
pendent, judicial investigation, has beeh completely thrown 
out. > C ' ’" . ' L . \ 

* 14. That^ however, with reference td Mr. Officiating 
Collector Read’s exposition of his own powers as well as of 
the Mam*gerlserving under him,'the Board's decision on the 
subject of your memorialist's suspension reversed Mr.,Officis^- 
ing Collector Read’s illegal proceedings, and on the poirtt Of 
remission, confirmed tliilpiitfttCe of one of Mr. ReadYpflsda- 
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cesww in office }nr the ca•# of 4hf«« wry farmers, la tb*y««t 
1829', the excision of the Sadder tf>ard, dated 84*b Sept**** 
ber, 1859, being gs follows; that “ the Manager can by a* 
means make any remission of a jtmma once Axed i”and 
tfftft, with regard to the accusation* of Bijue Govind Singh 
against your memorialist, -the Commissioner of the Division 
dismissed them on the 15th February, 1834, as entirely desti¬ 
tute of proof, there not being even the shadow of a euspU 
cion against yonr memorialist; the Commissioner, therefore, 
ordered your memorialist to be restored to his situation. 

15. That, on the 21st March, 1854, the aforesaid Bijue 
Gttvittd , Singh presented to live Sudder Board his petition 
«J Appeal against the" decision of the Commissioner, and 
that your memorialist also submitted by petition his gieundt 
ef dissatisfaction with the Commissioner's disposal of the 
efcse with referenee to the conduct ofi the local autho¬ 
rities, and particularly prayed the Board's notice arid 
intention towards such conduct in their appellate Juris¬ 
diction, as an act of justice to an individual long 
suffering from the unjustUiablfe treatment of lus case at the 
I tan da of Public Functionaries placed by Goveminent under 
their surveillance and conirout % that the judder Board pant 
their final order upon the case on the 26tliSeptember, 1834* 
lecordiag it as their opinion, “ thtt they could not find rea# 
eon for altering the decision of the Commissioner that, your 
memorialist hanlbly submits, that in like manner with the 
Commissioner of tM Division, the Board also have not been 


16. That, memorialist here craves leave to submit, 
that, nOtwith^anding Hie favorable testimonials of conduct 

» ia .. j . •»_, . ... __ r 


and (briber, that, the plausible grounds upon fririch his remo¬ 
val him been founded? have really not been madXhe basis of 4 
subsequent management with a view to the meditated ©mo¬ 
il oration of the condition of the agricultural tenantry attached 
to those wstater: * 

Iff. Thdt,‘o«} tHe »4th September, 1£33, the Sudder Board 
pronounced the of die ryu(t and other tenantry on 
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it* Mite to be paramount, and requested tW t fo jp fo 
stutter of the Division to inform them ** under wbt egSKorUy 
(he estate in question had been farmed outand" 14 li^to 
what circumstances Mr. Imlach" (your memorialist) *k«H 
obtained tlie management of three distinct S^umnim > im 
comprising Several PurguntR, and whether he has given 
in each case good and adequate security for the faithful dis¬ 
charge of the trust in a sum proportionate to the extent thereof, ,f 
and that the Board communicated at the same time* that, 
“ all the Regulations bearing on attachments of the nj|tur6 
in question, evidently contemplate administration by dtp 
Surburakttr , without tire enter position of any middleman 
between that officer and the tenantry, of whatever grades o3r 
the property at the commencement of the term of manage^ 
meritand that the Board further observed “ that tlis^ 
Board entertained doubts whether any single individual be 
competent to exercise due care and m image men t in the marv*< 
ner contemplated by the Regulations over such extensive es¬ 
tates as are reported to he under the charge of M r* Imlach.” 

18, That, accordingly, Mr." Collector Gouldsbnry, in jbis 
letter of the 25tfi October, 1888, to your memorialist's address, 
forwarded extract, (i. e. paragraphs 3d, part only of 3d, 5tn 
and 7th entire,) from a letter from the Secretary to the Sud- 
der Board of Revenue, dieted 21th September, 1833, on the 
subject of the reference made by Mr. Officiating Collector 
Read, under date 18th August, directed jrpur memorialist's 
particular attention to the 5th and 7th paragraphs, relntivq^o 
the dudes df a Surburakar , and requested to be informed, 
under what authority the estates placet under your mepp* 
rialist'e management had been farmeaottt to others ?— 

19* That, your memorialist, on the 8fhh October, furnish¬ 
ed Mr. Collector Gonldsbury with thtf information required, 
which was, however, hud aside to suit the jga nventence of his 
friends, the aforesaid farmers, who did nw put the .Collector 
in possession of the statements deogMided of them - till the 2d 
of Decembetfc49&3, and the following day, Jtl»e 3*.l Decem¬ 
ber, Mv. Collector Gouldsbory made his report in answer- 
to the Commissioner's Setter, dated 22d October, 1833, : that 
it has phrased Mr. Collector Gonldsbury in that report*** 
in very many other places indicated in your meOTflnalist% 
petitions, but indicated in vain, to the Sudder Board^o mlp- 
ispsessnt your memorialist hod in ong remarkable instance 
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In that report what ypur memorialist ehbroifc, 

constfurte* «n impoitadt t”’*"* in ’ y <H,r memonultst * 
fo m^llwior GonWsbrtrv i Hi«t, alter caw»«m«»H»R the 
rtMectofyoi.r memorialist's answer .tier h» «jmm«m*r, 

»!• Collector G»«W*tey makes your r “Jceedta 
iliismtem of-fnmiwg uufwtis pursued by feHfh succeetltng 

WanaraTmi fo Ae present time; that, previous to Mr. Urtlech* 
tan iS ou .he greater part ot the estate at the end trf liS9 
M oice. tiiue (iovind Singh, the propaetot rf-tm 8-.m.a 
rhmed the Gou.t of Suddcr Dewaftny Adawluq 
oblecrin'' to the grant of extensive farms to the Messrs. Palmer 
iA -J'^U.rtS hr that GohW to the Collector ot the Dtsj 
•4*1, who informed him. tlia 1 the farming »f the estate rested 
witlithe Surbtirakar, ami that he oould not mteifeje 
hr. Collector Gonldsbury havingsuppreSsedthe followm| 
"part of vom* memorialist's communication,^vi». that In I2&> 
Mnolkk when Btlslool Hossain Was Manager under Mr; 
Judge Wolleift llllr'#**r ? tf»«», of Phwltyimre hmgeea Sool- 
iJS^Sreepore, Huvellee Poorneea, ami Muhalal Khangjf 
««re let in one far*' to Messrs, (.. anti (>. I aimer, artd altho 
Hifiie Gurind Singh represented his objecttftis, to these the 
m created Mootnktft, to lh» -Sudder Dewanny *d»whit, 
the farm wus allowed to stand good. 'That, whether the 
suimression of this most important circumstance, conveying 
the sanction of the highest judicial authority in the country,- 
was merely acri&nml, or otherwise, will be very easily <le- 
cided bv War Mrdship by » reference to the progredings at 
re at Mr. Coneotor <®ouldsbury in the case of year me¬ 


lt,: 


That, resolved%on^reUtng rid of your memonahsj,! 
and anxious to introduce as his successor, Mr. Georg* Pal. 
mer. the seif-con*icting *itness of your memonehste accuser 
BiiueGovind Sj»8j),*%ir. Collector Gouldsbuiy m the 4th- 
' naratrreph of hiMBrtfll the 2d of December; expresses bun- 

' .a t Itu __Lttl.l nonnrrlitttf tn tile Mtla 


(tiOnRsJi wifuiu' tm [utoiuiv ivi "-a:' -; 

iJdue care and management over s«wh extensive estates as 
nr4»iaid under charge of Mr. Lmlach, comprising upwards 
OjroiiSSt’d 4 jTUi 4 ’Disti i ict,” and he further observe*, that, 
iT^jks Inlie p^efenicase; duties ai^fet o#t in farm, 
I come$^j£$»n no * ^pecover yhat duties remain to be exer- 
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eked bf a SurburaJcar y as the revenue could jus*. .q* eaqiljk 
be paid by the formers-direct into the CollectorV|y&qj| 5 iiry'» 
as through the medium of a Manager receiving asafampf 
700 tutjxHs a months and keeping up an expensive estabui^i 
meat: I may add, that the .whole of the property i* k noM< 
under my management, inconsequence of the suspension of 
Mr. Irnlarh, pending the enquiry, and that 1 do not antics 
pate that any difficulty will be experienced by the want of a 
Snrbttraknr \ *” and, that in the 5th paragraph, after stating 
that your memorialist had charge of three estates, whiefabgiva 
him altogether 1.300 rupees per month, and control over ag 
extent of .country which it was quite impossible he could 
manage with due care and vigilance^, 
21. That, to face this opinion of Mr. Collector Goulds^ 
bury, who had but recently arrived in the, District, and whoa« : 
acquaintance with theteal state ol affairs Iras necessarily limiu 
ed, and, tho’ but recently arrived, whose sources of infer* 
motion, your memorialist submits, wer^ tainted by private 
influence and prejudice, your memorialist can produce tUt 
then unbiased testimony of Mr. Collector Hawking whose 
knowledge, andlotelligence, in general as well iu detail* with 
respect to the District of Poomeea, qre well k#own to the 
8udder Hoard as well asto Government; That, in support 
of the testimony of so Hble an Officer as Mr, Hawking 
if such authority need any support, your memorialist con 
produce the written acknowledgment of’hi* accuser. Bijue 
Govind Singh himself,—the testimony of Mr. Hawkins in 
common with other public functionaries, being already 
tailed by your memorialist in tl|| 6th &r 7th, and the acknow¬ 
ledgment of Bijue Govind Singh in the 10th paragraph of 
this memorial; that, the former as a public document is on 
record m the Collector and Commissioner’s respective of liens, 
and the latter has been presented to Mr. Collector Goulds* 
bury, and by that officer filed with *he pgpers of your me* 
morialist's case t*-_^_ d’’ ■ ^ 

* \ltho' the Ermine *vstem on a reduced scale •till continue* in full 
operation, Mr. Collector (I mld*bnry in September ftfllowliiff requested 
to he relieved, and recommended 4 ‘ B* tt. Perry” a* fully compe* 
tent to ondomifAtbe administration el the whole “ estate.” dgMiialeU 
ters to the Comminiooer’* address,dated the 2«nd and 20ih &e|Jfeniber, 
183 as also Mr, <j|i$ciatine Comraimioner Ward's letter to tbjf&uqdSf 
Board of ReVenae* dau ihe l7lb December, 1833. / *' 4 * * 
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~ That, unfortunately for your memorialist, Mr* Ofiv 
elating Commissioner Ward, notwithstanding the records of 
his office, so favourable to your memorialist, in his letter of 
the 17th December, 4833, to the Sudder Board, .without any 
consideration or examination, records his concurrence with 
Mr. Collector Gouldabury, and observes,that the estates 
at present under charge of Mr. Imlacli are far too extensive 
Co De managed efficiently, if the collections wore required to 
he conducted in the manner in which your Boa«d appear to 
tbihfc th&t they ought to be under the rules of Regulation 
V. of 1827, end on the other hand, that if the farming system 
be allowed, the services of a Surburakar would then become 
unnecessary. 1 ' 

23, That, your memorialist submits, that the extensive ex¬ 
perience of Mr. Officiating Commissioner Ward, ought to 
have put that Officer in mind, that in general, whenever 
extensive estates have been retained under the immediate 
management of the Collector, the details of the business 
(Of suck estates upon which their beneficial settlement de - 
pends , are necessarily thrown so much into the hands of their 
ttffvkisterial officers, (who by means of combination among 
themselves, and intrigue with the leading men < among 
the tenantry, as well as other people connected with such 
estates, always secure a handsome income from them,) the con* 
troul on the pa§t of the Collector, burthened with a multipli¬ 
city of other duties, becomes extremely limited, at times almost 
nominal ft that, thus, your memorialist submits, that very 
ftw instances could be adduced where the productiveness of 
estates thusumnagedjhavenqt invariably diminished t —That, 
by* way of example, your memorialist will not venture to 
trouble ypur Lordship with any other instances, than what 
these veif "estates afford* that, your memorialist humbly sub- 
mils to your Lordship'* consideration, that in 1340 Moelke r, 
'when the locals aqjfhorities interfered, and undertook the ma- 

•hfproofil this, Mr. Collector Gouldsbur) ’• own admission, contained 
«in his letter to Jim Commeesioner’t address, dated tVd September, 
** 183 4,-Way be quoted. “ At present most uf Ilia duties which pro. 
"** perlybelotig to ttfe JShtrhnremnr devolve epn me,and my time is so 
^tfhUjflhtfopied with my other numerous avocations that 1 am unable 
wtopa^suflctefll at Motion to those matters without .neglecting either 
treaty importance. On this account, theief'orf,»f| is desirable that 
'»the asahagement of the estate should be intmstejl ip a competent per* 
«• son wbo OTtfW devotf^ta whole of his time and stteniiou thereto." 
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nagement of the estate of Huvellee Poomeea*' See. , fibtt * 
estate yielded forty . thousand rupees less the first year, aa4 
the second about fifty thousand rupees less* . 

24. That, the Sudder Board, with reference to the U^$ 
above-mentioned letters of Mr. Collector Gouldsbury anti 
Mr. Officiating Commissioner Ward, informed the latter 
officer by their Secretary's letter, dated 21st February, 1834, 
(paragraph 2nd) that “ the Sudder Board consider the 
system of administering attached estates which appears to 
have long prevailed in siilah Poorneea, to be open to the most 
serious objections, and therefore to demand the earliest 
change that can be brought about without confusion, or 
unnecessary injury to those interests which are involved in are 
existing state of things, for which many of the parties oon. 
cerrted are in no wise responsible,”.andjhey further express 
their opinion, “ that it is the duty offne Surburakar to 
administer the estate entrusted to his charge in the same 
manner, as would be done by an active and intelligent 
proprietor, drawing his rents as nearly as ih$ customs and 
institutions of the people will permit, from the* class who 
actually raise the crops from which the rents result $ that 
every middleman interposed between the Manager and the 
first real payer, must live on the income properly belonging 
to the zumindar ; that k aught to have occurred to Mr# 
Imlach, that an officer is not selected to manage an extensive 
and most valuable property with a handsome salary in order 
that he may imitate the self-indulgent and injudicious admi¬ 
nistration of their landed property, which too many Hindoo 
xumindars give into most frequently to their ruinthat# 
here the Board are pleased to institute between the Messrs. 
Palmer and your memorialist a comparison which out of 
deference he declines to quote; that' in continuation the 
Board observes, that, had your memorialist “ collected the 
rents more immediately from the ryuts, he would have added 
to the income of the proprietors e considerable part of the 
profits enjoyed by the mostajers and durmostajers /” that 
after laying down the foregoing premises, the Board are 
pleased to pronommthe foTl^pig sentence on your me¬ 
morialist : It i* true that Mr/. Imlach has iucapgcitsted 
himself for the proper discharge of his duty to the xumindort 
of PurgUnu Huvelleee, &c, by undertaking charges of'* 
similar nature? 4&r too "extensive to be executed by apy 
individual who does not render his office a sinecure by let* 
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isitg out die estate commuted to his hands ;” and, that ht 
Barograph 4th tbor Board lay it down asa rule, dial w no 
Siunager should be entrusted with the management of a 
> larger estate than ho can administer without subletting ; dint, 
all l^fses which have been granted by a Surburnkar without 
Bite authority, should be rooked with the least unobjetc* 
tionable delay, and that tenures created by farmers holding 
•tach lenses should fall with the leases 

35. Thar, here your memorialist would ’in the first place 
solicit* your Lordship’s notice to the manner in which he 
Was, with the sanction of his superior, elected by the proprie¬ 
tors of Soorjapore and Sowsa Bunbhag, and in the next place' 
most humbly to submit, that the construction which it has pleas* 
ed the Sudder Board to put upon the Attachment Regulations, 
was promulgated for the first time on. the - 84th September, 
1833, previous to Which dale, the said Regulations were not 
understood in ' that light either by any of your memorialist's 
immmediawta&eriora, or by the memorialist himself;—that, 

g unmetnorialRt submits, that even Mr. Collector Goulds* 
Irv, as well as Mr. Officiating Commissioner Ward appear 
in their letters to refer to the Board's construction of those 
Regulations a*rather novel than otherwise; that up to the date 
aforesaid, the local Authorities of the District as well as 
your memorialist, subject to their correction, were guided 
in the performance of their duty by the construction of 
the buuder Dewauny A daw lut with regard to the Re* 
gulations in question; that in proof, youv memorialist 
begs leave to submit to your Lordship's very particular 
consideration, that when the estate was held under at* 
tatijfement bv . the Civil Court, the said Messrs.' Palmer ob¬ 
tained in 1x35 Mootkee , a lease of the same extensive farm, 
and sublefSt; and that altho’ the aforesaid Bijue Govind 
Singh petitioned the Sadder Dewanny ^Ad&wlui object ingto 
the graot of the farm*to the Messrs. Palmer, the Court,*—tl*e 
highest judicial authority ip, the country,—^allowed the lease 
to stand good hencethe conclusion is natural, that the 
Board's construction of the Regulations in question, is decid¬ 
edly at variance with that of$|he highci|^ourt of Law s 

^A'bat, your memorialist very numbly submits, that 
aa»th* Sitdder Board- with regard to estates held under at¬ 
tachment, of which the proprietors, or thcirrieiegates are 
sJwaj* on the spoi lt look after their mtenetts, make the 
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greatest benefit of the proprietors their ru1irigp^nei)Mfe,'ttt|Mli 
involving upon the Revenue Officers in their capacity af 
Court of Wards, ought still more particularly to be aMittelL 
to the full benefit of its operations ; yet, in 1240 MoofkK 
the Sudder Board, in its capacity of Court of WaiA-ap* 
proved and sanctioned, on the mere recommendation of Mr, 
Officiating Collector Rpj^ in the ease of these very Messrs^ 
Palmer the creation of a very extensive farm, on the Tafporo 
estate, altlio* the said estate had already been judicfoiiriy 
let out by its late proprietress in small farms ;—That, in prOdf 
of the principle which has swayed the Board with reference 
to the Huuellee Poorjteea estate, not being u fixed principle 
of general and uniform opeiution, your memorialist craves 
leave to submit, that wlulc with respect to the Huvefffae* 
Poorneea estate the Board are pleased to declare the system 
open to the most, serious objections, and suggest, that, tile 
best way of disposing of the lease to the Messrs, r&tmef will be 
to cancel it from the end of the year 1240, and toihaiso them 
whatever remission shall appear unavoidable as a measure 
of justice to them, with respect to the Ta*}>ore estate, altho* 
the executor has proved the Will,—provedat the Same time, 
the marked- preference given to the Messrs. Palmer on a smaller 
jumma than was offered by another candidate for (he fiirtn, 
and hfe moreover obtained possession of the estate fiom the 
Court of Wards, yet, these extensive farmers, in spite of all 
the exertions of the executor in the Collector's office, at tike 
office of Commissioner of Revenue, and at the Sudder Board 
praying, that the lease should be cancelled, as it was illegally 
granted to them, retain the farm undisturbed to this day*—Thai 
thus, whilst your memorialist was immediately under the eyes 
of the local authorities, Civil as well as Revenue, performing 
his duty in accordance with the construction of the Sudder 
Dewanny Adawlut with respect to the Regulations beating 
on attachments, the Sudder Board were pleased to put a* 
different construction on them, and according to that con¬ 
struction, to prescribe the duties of a Sttrburukar , find fault 
with your memorialist, and in spite of the recorded testimo¬ 
ny of the Collectors pf the District, Commissioners of the 
Division, and the written acknowledgment of Bijue Go- 
vind Singh himself, in his favour, to pronounce his manage¬ 
ment reprehensible. That, it is further worthy of your Lom* 
•hip’s notice and attention, that in die District Pooracet r 
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Sunder Board deduce your memorialist’s in-capacitation 
tor the proper discharge of nis duty to the xumindars o f Put- 
gttnUy uvellee Poorneea, fitc. from his election to, and ac¬ 
ceptance of, the management of two either estates,*—yet, in 
the District of Mymtinsingh, your memorialist was permit¬ 
ted to retain»the management of tliree distinct estates, altoge¬ 
ther comprising a very great extent, with the knowledge and 
Sanction of the Sudder Board 

§7, That, your memorialist here begs permission to state 
for the {information of your Lordship, as it has not consisted 
with the views of his immediate superior to take the slightest 
notice of it, that in i§39 Moolkee , in order to encrease the 
income of the proprietors, your memorialist, in the settle¬ 
ment of the estate of Huvellee Poorneea, &c. made every 
eifort in his power to lei it out in small portions, as his'pro- 
clamations and Roobukaries of settlement, delivered by him 
into Mr. Collector Gouldsbury's office amply attest; but that 
the exertions of your memorialist in obtaining applications, 
did not exceed§8,000 rupees out of a jumma of upwards of 
6 lacks, in the course of a month and half; that the influence 
possessed by the Messrs. Palmer in every official department 
throughout the District, and the consequent sway, with which 
such influence could not fuil to invest them over the inhabitants 
of the District of Poorneea, proved an insuperable brijfto the 
settlement contemplated by your memorialist : that, the class 
of people with wltoin your memorialist was the most desirous 
of settling, and who algo were the most likely to settle with him, 
Were generally the principal tenants upon the estate; but 
the Messrs. Palmer were in the field as candidates for the 
farm, and these tenants, who had been durmostnjers and 
^rvuts under them, from personal experience and observation 
eUdy estimated the power possessed by the farmers: your 
memorialist submits, that the knowledge of such power,—a 
power remarkable for its notoriety far and wide,—was more 
than enough to deter tenants from bidding for any farm, for 
which the Messrs. Palmer 9tood forth as condidates 

28. That, here your memorialist hopes, that it will not 
be considered out of place, if he briefly state the exertion 
of this power on die part of the Messrs. Pahlwr, when a friend 
or it dependant' was to be supported in lawless acts s that so 
late as even after the arrival of Mr. Collector and Magis¬ 
trate' Gouidsbury? if it tenant or farmer has attempted to resist 
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the illegal domineering treatment of the proprietor of an 
estate, and such proprietor, unwilling from a sense of iojus* 
tice to have recourse to law, or unable from want of powejr 
to cope with his tenant or farmer without recourse Iav^ 
sought theaid of Mr. George Palmer in particular, lie .was 
sure to obtain the assistance of a band of pcadas out of a 
host at all times at the Messrs. Palmer's disposal :—that the 
character of both master and men, had been so well estab* 
lished throughout the District, that their appearence in fa¬ 
vour of a party, seldom if ever (ailed to put an end to every 
description of resistance or opposition however justifiable on 
the part oft he oppressed:—that, hence it becomes a matter 
of consideration, what might be the extent to which they 
must have carried their power, where their own immediate 
interests have been concerned ? 

29. That, your memorialist humbly submits, that under 
the then existing untoward circumstances, your memorialist 
could not possibly have felt himself justified in deviating 
to any great extent, without the express injunction of supe* 
rior authority, from a system of management which had 
been so long established and upheld by the uniform practice 
of the Judicial and Revenue Officers under Government, 
and by its prevalence under the mist active and intelligent, 
proprietors not in the District of Poornrca alone, but in 
the surrounding Districts likewise, since the Honourable 
Company's acquisition of this part of the country. 

30. That, as from the line of conduct which Mr. Codec* 
tor Gouldsbury lias pursued with respect u your memorial, 
ist ever since he came in contact with i\lr f George Palmer, 
your memorialist is sure, that it has not pleased Mr. Col* 
lector Gouldsbury, with tlie condour and impartiality be* 
coming an independant public servant, la ■submit to superior 
authority certain letters addressed by yett^r memorialist in 
answer to that Officer, your memorialist begs leave humbly 
to submit that Mr. Collector Gouldsbury with Ins letter of 
the 24th march, 1831, forwarded to your memorialist an ex* 
tract (paragraph 3d ) of a letter from the Sadder Hoard 
of Revenue containing, their semuments regarding the sys¬ 
tem of farming out the estates, and requested to be inform¬ 
ed “ distinctly what objections exists in each case of these 
leases being revoked," and “ whether your memorialist cop* 
*idered tlie retention of die durmostajers indispensible, in 
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whatever estates he might be permitted to retain under his 
management:” that, on the 29th Sfarfihj vour meuiorialist 
replied to M«*. Collector Gmildsbury on the subject of the 
Huvellee Poorneea estate, that with regard 44 to the abstract 
“ question of revoking the leases at any time, as it involved 
(( invariotis ways the interests of several numerous classes.of 
44 British subjects, many, of whom in consequence of these 
, 44 very leases and under leases emanating from them, being re- 
44 Cognized by the Civil Courts, have on the one hand realiz¬ 
ed substantial advantages—whilst very many, on the 
'<4 other hand, by the same means been reduced to poverty 
: 44 and distress,—aucl thus in your memorialist's humble opi- 
4 f nion it involved a point of equity as well as Jaw—.after 
^the orders of a very high authority had been passed on it, 
44 your memorialist begged to submit whether it wonld not 
44 be presumptuous in liim to offer an opinion upon a 
44 point at once so complicated and weighty s that, with 
44 respect, to the retention of the durmoslajers , your me* 
44 morialist submitted, that in his humble opinion it was ab- 
M solutely necessary to retain for some time to conre the 
44 grade of farmers, who are immediately connected with, 
f* and collect the rent directly from, the ryuts , be tliey mos- 
Jktyjers, durmoslajers , or kutkeenadars, to whom the ryuts 
jw are almost without exception, either in arrears of rent, or 
indebted for lirqaree : that with reference to the contemplate 
^edchanffejn tip* system of management, your memorialist 
* 4 liegffied leave to state, that he considered himself competent 
i( 40 tfe care of all the estates then under his management, 
*4* encrease of establishment in porportion to the encrease of 
44 details being all liter should require ; and that, with respect 
44 to his genernl manner of condm^ting business, your memo- 
44 rialist begged reference to tftc recorded opinions of hw 
^.uptnetliate suplRbrs, Messrs. Lowis and Hawkins, Mr* 
J Collector Gouhbburv’s immediate predecessors in office, 
44 and to the majority or the proprietors as well as the great 
44 body of the fanners and ryuts , who had been placed under 
414 Ids ceftte&d for the last 4 years, as Manager of these 
44 estates f’—Here, your memorialist craves leave most 
humbly to submit, that, with respect todbe settlement of 
Huvellee Poortieea, &c. the subsequent proceedings of 
Mr. Collector Gouldsbury bear ample testimony to the 
4vgroe of «$lgntion which has been,, tho* unacknowledged. 



virtually paid to tills representation of vonr memorialist* *;? 

•jl. That, on the 14th April, following, your memorialist 
juli regard to the Soorjapore estate represented to MrColl&j-. 
w hookfobury that from the year J2UO to 1221 Mootk'r, 
«* iv e8 * ate ^*^ been under the Jurisdiction of the Court of 
u '"awls* during which period of 21 ycars # it had according 
t0 *00 custom which had previously pre* aWd, Wen let lit 
Trfmq Mtwzas, &c.; that, from 1222 to 1235 J/Vn/free, 

‘ the e<tain had been held under attachment by the Civil . 
t [ ^ ,,urt » ;in 'l that the same system of farm hg out eontlnfipc| 

M *'‘ r fourteen >caruL.*with the san.tion of that Court; attt$f 
ti *hat, ev,, f since it had been transferred to the {Vlleeterate, 
t r ' lc system adopted hy the Civii Court had been rcgutfHy 
4 [ u^heroil to ;—an i the»e leaaeB had, from the begitmmg^p 
u to t:it * J’*, v y«ur memorialist's representation, been recog* 

^ nued -n all Courts, and on the strength of them decree 5 * 
^olua.ucd and arrears of rent realized;—That the Mnslu- 
*' j ' r A- and thrir securities were due to the estate 182.1165 
* rM I 3, ' rs i and that, if previous to the expiration of these 
leases their palla/i.y be annulled, the qnbmfeeuB and sccii* 

‘‘ ritics held by your memorialist, wou’d necessarily become 
‘ null and void ; hence your memorialist submitted, inwhat 
* Winer were these heavy arrears to be guaranteed a r .d 
J lt - a z yd ?—That, a Durban-leu (or purguna rate) did not 
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fvj?t in this Purgnnn, but that periodical settlements for 
certain amounts of rent (which fluctuated according to 


circumstance ) had obtained; that. Mr. Colcbrdbke had 
*’ gone to the Pnrguuu to establish the rates, hut returned 
“ without effecting his purpose ; and that ever since, the 
** oiigindl custom of letting out for a certain period, at mare or 
“lessrent had continuedThat, previous to commencing 
48 ' n khn* collection, it was absolutely necessary to settle 
** rates of the Purgunu with the consent of tiie cultivator* 
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and the s inindir.s, which, however, would be a work of 



• s* e Mr, Coil cun U-iulrfkbert’B |. ttc r to the CoMiaii»*iouef , ifld* 
«»«■«.*», dated ilie ACHU M*), 1&4 paragraph 3. + 1 ^ ™ 
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“fog a custom would lead to muck loss and eonfnsion, for 
“ whichJot* yourmemorialist submitted, whether the ztinten - 
*• dara would not claim an equal remission in the revenue 
“ which they had contracted to pay to Government That, 
“ tine rubbce crop belonged to the Mmtdjers, and the 
“ season 4|ir confthcncing cultivation for the new year just 
“ come in having arrived, should the farms be annulled at this 
“ critical period without a durbtmdee being fixed, the calif- 
“ vators would not go on with their labors, and to settle the 
grates, as above stated, was the work of time; cu T tivation, 

therefore, would be impeded and the amount of the Go- 
“ vernmcnt revenue not realizdjn 1242 Mooi/tce* —That, 
“ the fanners had advanced money and 9eed to the rt/uts, who 
“ #ere at the same time in arrears to them ; and if the farms 
“ be revoked, the farmers would press the rynts to pay to the 
“utmost of their means the above-mentioned advances and 
“ arrears, and reduce the i-yuts to poverty and ruin, front 
“ which to save and protect them, a very considerable ad- 
“ vance in money and seed would be necessary ; but, that, as 
“ there were no funds in the kork k 'chntee, whence was this 
“ aid t«> be derived Here also your memorialist begs leave 
vety^humbly to submit, that although this representation of 
your memorialist retrains likewise unacknowledged, the subse¬ 
quent official proceedings regarding this estate have been 
virtually bused-upon it, and the system so strongly reprehended 
with .reference to your memorialist's management, continues ia 
full operation to this day: 

32. That, you* memorialist now begs leave to bring to 
your Lordship's notice certain statements made by Mr. Col¬ 
lector Gouldsbury in his letter of the 26th March, 1334, with 
a view to your memorialist's removal, and the. introduction of 
hisfrieirde the Messrs. Palmer m succession "to your memori¬ 
alist, that, Firstly—Mr. Collector Gouldsbury in submitting 
his opinion with reference to the letter of the Sudder Board, 
dated 21 st February, 1834, in the second paragraph attri¬ 
butes the prevalence of very great distress among the agri¬ 
cultural classes to ike most destructive system {^management 
hithwtoadopted by the Malingers of letting out the estates 
to the highest bidders that, here your memorialist craves 
leave most respectfully to beg the attention of your Lordship 
to Mr. Collector Gouldsbury's letter of the 20th February» 
1834, to the (^mmissionerV 'addrets^irherein, he teems acoi* 
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dentally to have lost sight of your memorialist, in recommend- 
ing the application of Messrs* Palmer for a rem wsioo,>»*^ouDa- 
ing his recommendation of it upon the prevalence of the yery 
same distress, but describing the causes oP that distress teie 
partial famine, stoppage of large sums of money in the ttifcy / 
of Indigo advances, the breaking <«p of gnfe merchants'e«3? 
tablishmeuts, and the granting of land free of rent for a lopg 
period in the Morung:—lienee, your memorialist submits, 
that even from the testimony of Mr. Collector Gouldsbury 
himself, a witness of no small importance in the case of yotirj 
memorialist, he is justified in deducing as a natural come-' 
quence, that the distress alleged to have existed in Poomeea, 
is not attributable altogether to the evil effects of the farming 
system in general, or to any acts of your memorialist m par¬ 
ticular : but your memorialist begs leave to submit further, 
that lie was on thel5tlt February, 11131, acquitted of the foul 
charges preferred against him by BijueGovind Singh at the 
instigation of Mr. George Palmer, and was ordered to be re¬ 
stored to his situation ; it, therefore, became necessay to find 
out some oilier pretence to effect his removal; and thus, what 
was before in order to benefit the farmers, attributed to 
famine, &c. is now like a medicine of many virtues, capable 
of produemg opposite effects in the hands of Mr. Collector 
Gouldsbury, made to militate against your memorialist: — ? 

That, Secondly—in the 3rd paragraph, Mr. Collector 
Gouldsbury is pleased to pronounce your memorialist's situ¬ 
ation a sinecure, and in the 4th to adduce the Messrs. Pal¬ 
mer's farm of the 11 uvelice estate (for which he had.previously 
granted them a remission of id,000 rupees) “ as the best 
proof of the pernicious effects of the systemthat in refuta¬ 
tion of the formef, your memorialist trusts, that after the tes¬ 
timonials and other circumst ances, submitted in some of the 
foregoing pages he needs not trouble your Lordship, wjUh 
any "thing in addition ; but >with reflect to the latter, your 
memorialist feels himself called upon to state for the consi¬ 
deration of your Lordship, that these farmers have been con¬ 
cerned in the ’farm of the above-mentioned estate since the 
year 1 £35 J/'W/cee,theirfirst lease having commenced, with 
that'year and terminated in, 1239; that, fully aware of ihe 
condition of the estate* and stimulated by the profit arising 
out of it up to that period, they again took the farm in i%4d: 
that in the first lease they held but a 4 anna share in the farm. 
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and ft is particularly worthy ofyow* Lordship's consider? tion, 
that its iCanagcment rested entirely with their p.-s {nor, hanker 
and security, Salamufc liae, who from the c<»llecti' ns of theism 
paid annually to your memorialist ai)«>nt3.f‘4.CC0 rupees! hut 
that fr< m the y t at 11:40 Moo.kce, the Messrs, runner took 
the farm hy theidklves alone, ami the space of a very few moniha 
shewed their incapacity for its manage--mci t, arsing as y« ur 
memorialist is prepared to prove, from their tyranny ai d op¬ 
pression That,Thirdly—Mi G>1 lector ( ouldsbury in the ftli 

paragraph, after expressing his coincidtme with the opinion 
of the S odder hoard, that it would l;e necessary fir your 
memorialist to divest himself of the management of two of the 
three estates, is pleased to observe, that “ circumstances, who U 
have been brought to light during the investigation of the 
charges lately preferred against Mr. imlaili render it,” .n Mr. 
G ouldsbury's opinion, “ oil every account objectionable that 
he” (vour memorialist) “ should retain the management of the 
llimiice estate,'in direct i pposition to the wishes of at least 
one of the proprietors, and the only one of them of an age 
capable of judging rightly how his interest- have been a dieted 
Ivy the injudicious manage im nt of the Stirhn ukar that, 
%ith regard to Mr. Gillector <• ouldsbury *s daik insinuation, 
covnryedin the foregoing Quotation,your memorialist has briefly 
to submit,—-whether with revpect to the rmunsissioner of the 
liivision, after your n cmorialist had been honorably acquitted 
by that officer of the charges preferred ly llijnc t>o\ind 
Singh against him at the instigation of Mr. Gecuge 1’almrr, 
“ns being entirely destitute of proof,” it he not aliogcther out 
of place »n Air. Gdlector (>ouldsbury, as subordinate to the 
Commissioner, thus indirectly to impugn h's judgment and 
decision;*— and with tfegard to your memorialist, utterly unjus¬ 
tifiable thus officially to indulge in a groundless insinmth n; 
and witSfrtspect to the proprietor, who alone in Mr. Collector 
GouldsliuryYopininn, capable of judging rightly, your me¬ 
morialist itaa merely to observe that Mr. Gdiertor Gotddftbury 
seems to have lorgotten altogether. that that very proprietor, in 
his latter of the24th Kariiek , 1240 M oo/irer, submitted by your 
memorialist to Air. < ollectortioidchlu»y as President of the 
{ ourtof Fnqtiiiy,lias recorded his tin ij unbiased testimony, 
that, his property was tlewr before managed to so much advan¬ 
tage ashy your memorialist j—That—Fourthly, Air. Collector 
r (j t didst ury,in tbe^th paragraph proposes the retention of your 
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memorialist in the management of the Soorjapereestate, ha 
the ground that the proprietors have not objected toJii* ma¬ 
nagement. and in the 8th paragraph recommends the appointment, 
of cither Mr. Charles or George Palme'* in succession to vuttef. 
memorialist in the Hnvellee estate, because iu$ i -af immtwMi 
extent" and furtlier adds, that he recommendl them with the 
utmost reliance upon their* integrity and competency for the 
task:—That, with respect to theint grity of Mr. George Pat- 
mrr, and the competency of hot h, tints strongly upheld by 
Mr. Collector Gouldsbury, your memorialist bees lcavo to 
submit, that the said Mr George Palmer on the 11th Novein* 
her, 1833, in his dep si ion before Mr. Collector (Jmildshury 
as President of the Court of Knquiry, virtual y declined on 
oath, that he had offered a bribe under the mental reservation 
of giving it or not giving it. according to circumstances, thus 
avowing imposition to be one of his principles of thinking and 
acting; and that, it is worthy of vour Lordship's observation, 
that Mr. Collector Couldsbury m h s letter of’the 1st Kobru* 
aiy 1834. to the Commissioner of the Division, has hi me If pre¬ 
viously declared that *• Mr. Palmer has certainly been to 
Marne for becoming a party to a corrupt transaction that, 
nevertheless, Mr. ollertor (Jouldsbury has not hesitated to 
uphold the aid Mr. George Palmer as a person of “ ?rpri»ht 
rohduti* and both of litem as fully competent to the ma¬ 
nagement of the estate at lavge, altho' tlr y have egregiously 
mismanaged their own farm, which constitutes hut a part of 
the estate; and the salary of J00 rupres per rrion;h has been 
considered a large sum fur your memorialist, yet not too much 
for the Messrs. Palmer: — 

That, Fifthly - Mr. Collector Gouldsbury in the 10th 
paragraph, after pointing out certain advantages to be derived 
from the appointment of the Messrs. Palmer is pleased to 
assert, that your memorialist *• if not ncquanteii with tbff 
internal arrangement of the Mehnls ;‘"«-ia#bat, your memorialist 
in deference l«e<;s lfrave to submit, that the records ofy >ur me¬ 
morialist's office transferred by him to Mr. C'»»l!e oulds- 
hury. if it had pleasecLthat OOher. orconsVed with his mani¬ 
fest views, to take the trouble of looking into fen for inform^ 
ation, would have furnished him with ample r-M *n.e to tba 
contrary, and perhaps, prevented him from ii/olgintr iimpose 
a^sertion^rnd vegan* insinuations agamst y mr memorialist, 
without any regard to facts• 
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That, Sixthly—Mr. Cal lector Gouldsbury in the 5th para* 
graph, with*a view to putting matters on a more healthy foot¬ 
ing for the future, proposes ’‘the first thing to be done must be 
•* t n revoke the whole of the farms granted by the Surburakar , 
** which m&y be done at the expiration of the present year 
44 without subjecting the farmers to any serious injury :—all 
44 intermediate grades of tlitant which have been created by 
these farmers between themselves and the rynls, must of course 
•* c^ifrse, * and the Suthuruhar will have to collect in most ins- 
“ tances from the actual cultivators of the soil;—the retention 
“ of the d’trmosiajers may be desirable in some case’s, but as 
ngeneral measure, be thinkks it would be objectionable and 
in tiie Kth paragraph, Mr. Collector Gouldsbury detdares 
that “ he does not anticipate that any valid objections will be 
44 made against the revocation of such leases, “ and displays 
his anxiety to effect the removal of your memorialist from, and 
to place either of his friends, the Messrs. Palmer, in charge of, 
the HuveHee ‘Poorheea estate, with all speed, by intimating 
to the f’ommissioner of the Division, that “ if he agreed with 
him regarding the arrangements now proposed, they could be 
. altered upon at once as a temporary measure, until the senti- 
the Sudder Board on the subject could be procured " 
33 That, ytfur memorialist now begs leave to state, that 
after due consideration of every representation hitherto made 
Jby Mr. Collector Gouldsbury,the Commissioner of the Division 
in his letter of tlie 1st \pril, 1834, addressed to the Sudder 
Board, gave if as his opinion that your memorialist mighf be 
retained as Ifr&nag’er of the largest estate, or as a general super¬ 
intendent, or supervisor, ami at the. same time opposed the 
appointment of the Messrs. Palmer on the ground, that, “ the 
** charges preferred by Baja Bijue Govind Singh at the insti- 
u gation ofilic farmers agaimt Mr. Imlach, had been di*- 
. ^Thissttl, as entirely destitute of proof, aud this was in his 
44 opinion*, roe out oPpany other reasons, why the Messrs. 
“ Palme? kffohld not Be entrusted with the management of any 
44 jliftt of the esta te. - ’ 

■ Jfit' Tbat^Jfe Suddej* Board in theifletter of the I&th April, 
1834, in answer to thetJorftniissioner's letter of the 1st April, 
tfdhlred to the sentiments theyhpd formerly expressed, noticed 
with satisfbctipn, tint the local austerities were awgrelff the 
serious evil of subletting,—approved of the arrangements 
proposed fey Mr: collector Gtiuldsbury, with the exception of 

ifnier u» i*o >n|i i Ins wiili , tic 3ui. patSplMr. (jot»vcu»r 

QouldsUary's letter of iOili. M«j, 193ft. 
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appointing either of the Messrs. Palmer to the management 
of Huveilee Puorneea,^ ordert'd yiur memorialist to here* 
..moved from this estate and n stricted to the charge of S0orv 
japoro, directed a competent successor to he immediately selected * 
by the Collector, suggested that 4i the besL way of disposing, 
“ of the lease of the Aiessrs. Palmer would, he to cancel it from 
44 the end of the year 1240 Moo, kee, and to make them what 
44 remission should appear to be unavoidable as a measure <>f 
“justice to them, and relied on the Commksioner, that his 
4 * relaxation of the Zumeendont 1 demand should be made in such 
“ way, that it would assuredly give to the ryuU their just pro*, 
4 * portion of that remission, for he was the party most deacrv- 
41 ing pf indulgence, and whom it concerns the perm uncut 
44 interest of the proprietors, and the benefit of the estate, * 
44 which should be inseparable, to nourish and protect.” 

35. That, in conformity with the [Writ's instructions! 
the Messrs. Palmer's deed of rclinquhhment having been 
accepted by the Commissioner^ Mr. Collector tioukUbury in 
relieving your memorialist from the charge of *the Uuveilcc 
estate, appointed 6 Managers, but contrary to the sentimente 
of the Judder Board as w ell ns his own recorded opinion, 
by his Hoobakaree of the 7th May, 1834, ordered the'retention 
of air such of Messrs. Palmer's under farmers as collected 
their rents immediately from the cultivators of the soilthat, 
sul^equently, Mr. Collector Couldsbtiry ordered tbe whole ^ 
of the Moitajers, Dut mostujers and Kutktenadur* created 
by jpe aforesaid farmers, to be retained; and Put gaunt 
hutrehar and Koomarcepore, which bad become khtit, to ha 
farmed out by Mr. Manager Perry ;—That, in like manner, 
in two other estates, the system of management 60 strongly 
reprehended with reference to your memorialist, under the new 
management also, notwithstanding Mr. Collector Coohlsbury’s 
laudation of the Manager of Singapore in his letter., of ilia 
ird October, 1834, to the Commissioner's address { confiunts 
altogether uadi,stut bid; and that, a) tlu»* the remission soli* 
tiled by the Palmers has been granted by Mr. Collector 1 
fiouldsbury, ytt notwithstanding the orders, nay the concern 
*nd anxiety of the Sudder Board on the subject ot the poor * 
rywte, they have not to this day participated to the 
of a single huoree iu the benefit ot the said iemission : 

36 That, your memorialist begs leave to submit to the 
consideration of your Lordship, whether under the maak of 
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promoting the interest of the sumindarn , and ameliorating 
the condition of the tenantry, the removal of your memorialist, 
like ihe.riddance of a thorn, haB not really been the principal „ 
object of both Mr. Officiating Collector Head and Mr. Collec¬ 
tor tiouldsbury, in their plausible representations, in short, 
in ail the measures, which they have taken with reg ,rd to 
yentr memorialist: 

&]. That, your memorialist begs leave to submit further, 
that from tmetu time, in his several petitions of Appeal to the 
Commissioner of the Division, and to the rudder hoard, and 
ultimately in his Appeal fr»>m the decision of the Commissioner, 
your memorialist has clearly and distinctly represented the 
unwarrantable conduct of the local authorities towards, him, 
as well as the animus wi h which they have been palpably 
acting against him in violation of the principles of j usti'-e; 
but, that, his representations have been made in va n : that 
neither the Commissioner of the Division, nor the Surhier 
Heard of Hevenue has taken the^ ^lightest notice of the unjus¬ 
tifiable proceedings of cither Mr. Officiating Collector Head, 
nr Mr. Collector GouMsburv ; nor is there on the face of the 
proceedings of those appellate authorities finally disposing 
of the case of your memorialist, a single syllable to be found 
stating the ground of their passing over in silence, either your 
mnnorialisfs representations,or Messrs. Head and Goulds- 
.limy’s tin >'Arrantable public conduct, or their personally 
mixing themselves up, as those Officers have done, in a man¬ 
ner. unbecoming .the station of independent public serves, 
lo^he interested views cf Mr. George Palmer and others, 
the notoriously combined enemies of your memorialist. 

. 3$. That, the faience of the appellate authorities upon 
a point of somuch importance, admits of but 2 constructions, 
vis, thattbey cither have been convinced of the correctness 
^aCsym^ ^epiorialisOs representations, and connived at the 
misconduct of their subordinate Officers,—or, considering 
his representations unjust or otherwise improper, have not 
Menmed them worthy of any notice. That, your memorialist 
suhgnits, whether, act ording to either construction, the silence 
©f the apprllSe authorities admits of any even the slightest 
degree of justification or defence ? 

o9. That, here your memorialist, most humbly submits, 
tbit attending to the due administration of justice, and watch¬ 
ing over the conduct of their subordinate public officers, form 
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Oti« of the most important branches of the business ofal! appel? 
late Courts, and constitute at all times one of their most essen¬ 
tial duties:— 

That, < n the representation of palpable injustice or illegality 
in the proceedings, or disqualifying impropriety in the personal 
conduct of iheir subordinate public servants, with respect to a 
party in a case judicially before them, it is proper to interfere 
forthwith, and to examine into the merit* of such representation, 
and by such timely interfeiencc, as a measure of preventive, ra¬ 
ther to check immediately the evil consequences arising out of 
the Illegal proceedings, or disqualifying personal conduct of 
their subordinate officers, than to allow them to proceed 
uncontrouled, inflicting injury upon injuryto the full extent Of 
their will and pleasure: 

That, appellate authorities, by not -interposing their cpnstt- 
tutional power on the subject of appeals from a party suffering 
like youi memorialist, from the public as well as personal con¬ 
duct of their subordinate Functionaries, most especially, in fi¬ 
nally disposing of a < ase when it conics before them in aregulor 
course of appeals, by not exerting their constitutional power of 
duly noticing such conduct legitimately confided by Government 
in a certain measure, to their correction, surveillance andcoq. 
troul, divest themselves of their native dignity, and virtually 
become the mere shadows or forms of what they nominally re¬ 
present : 

40. That, assured of obtaining that full measure of justice 
which has hitherto been denied hun, your memorialist now ap¬ 
peals to your Lordship in Council, and with these observations 
begs leave most humbly to submit his grievances to the consi¬ 
deration and decision of h s Lordship as the legalised asserter 
of the rights of Government with regard to the due ad¬ 
ministration of justice by its public servants, as well as the 
constituted protector of the lights of its numerous subject#, 
whenever invaded, as they have been in the case of your memo, 
rialist, by its public functionaries—and your memorialist, asm 
duty bound, will ever pray. 

7 (Signed) A. IMLACH. 

Calcutta, 26tJi January , 1830. ' 
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to HIS EXCELLENCY THE RIGHT HONORABLE THE GOVERNOR 
GENERAL OF INDIA IN, COUNCIL. 

The humble Memorial 6f Alexander Jmlach , 

Sheweth, ... 

’ -That, your memorialist submitted to your Lordship in 
Council a memorial, dated 26th, on the 27ili January lust, and 
on the 7th of Febiwy solicited an audience of .your Lord* 
ship for Tuesday“the filth February, for the purpose of laying 
before your Lordship the particulars of his case as hereinafter 
detailed; that, on attending at the Government House on 
Tuesday, your memorialist was informed by tine Aide-de- 
camp of the day, that your Lordship had been pleased to re- 
fer your memorial ist to Mr. Pakenham, and your memorialist 
accordingly waited on that gentleman, by whom he was civil¬ 
ly dhreetedto the Revenue Department for information with 
respect to his memorial; and that, inconsequence, your me- 
tnoriulist on the following day waited on the Secretary of that 
De|tai intent, who obligingly informed him, that his memorial 
bad that day been laid before your Lorddiip in Council, and 
that your Lordship had decided, that as the Sudder Board 
of Revenue possessed the power of removing Sutburakars 
frqm office, your Lordship did not think it necessary to ititer- 
f in the case of your memorialist : 

That, your memorialist most respectfully begs permis¬ 
sion to state, that his removal from office is but a secondary 
conaideralionwith him,—the principal grievances of your 
memorulist having their rise in the unwarrantable conduct 
of officiating Collector, Mr. Read ; the Collector, Mr. 
Gouldsbury; and Mr. Hawkins, the Judge; in mixing them* 
. .•$}#$* up with the opposite party, and misrepresenting your 
Hieiqprialist’s side of the case, and prejudging it; and the 
animus with which they have been palpably acting against 
jottr memorialist, in violation of the acknowledged principles 
of justice ; That, your memorialist from time to time, cleat ly 
god di^ittjctly represented by petitions to the Commissioner 
of the Division, and the Sudder Board of Revenue, the un-r 
justifiable conduct of the .local authorities, and frequently 
itfid loudly^ayed for a full in vestigaiiun ; but in yarn j— 
,,that, neither%C.tbe appeila’e authorities has token file slight¬ 
’ll, notice of the unjustifiable proceedings of either Mr. Offici¬ 
ating Collectox Read or Mr* Collector Cxouldsbury : nor is 


there on the face of the proceedings of those Appellate anthd* 
riiies finally disposing of the case of your meqtora&st, aiingle 
syllable to be found hi explanation of their' having passed 
over in silence eitlier your memoralfrfs representation.*, 4k 
Messrs. Read and GouldsHurjr’s unwarrantable publiccou- 
duct, in having taken their stand on the side of Mr* Georib 
Fainter and others,—(who are well known to be the avowSrl 
enemies of your memoralist,)—«a line Of conduct whichis 

K ublic servants of the state selected to decide on questions 
etween man and man, it is hoped the Government will n^C 
countennnce: v* 

3. That, being much aggrieved and injured'by tlie ap- 
pellate authorities not interposing as empowered to do regaiu* 
mg the appeals of your memorialist, who was suffering frum 
the public as well as personal conduct of their subordinate 
functionaries : your memorialist appealed to your Lordship 
in Council, and humbly begs leave to submit to your IiordL 
ship's notice and attention a few instances only of the illegal 
conduct and proceedings of the local authorities, which have 
been represented by your memorialist to the above-mentioned 
two appellate authorities by his petitions of 16th August, 
20th October, 22d and 30th November, 7th December, 1833, 
and 3lst March, 1834, vis. that Mr. Collector Read and 
Mr. Judge Hawkins had mixed themselves up in the circum¬ 
stances of the case of your memorialist, and officially advo¬ 
cated the obtaining a remission of 24,000 rupees per annum 
for the farmers, Messrs. Charles and George Palmer :—that, 
not withstanding that tiijuc Govind Singh stands in the offici. 
al records of the district convicted of bringing forward false 
•charges against your memorialist, by means of intrigue add 
combination ; yet, Mr. Officiating Collector Read ns well as 
Mr. Judge Hawkins, frequently at their own dwelling house 
as well as el#e where, hesitated not to associate with this very 
Bijue Govind Singh, anil join him in common with others in 
their private conferences and consultations on the subjects df 
remission, and neglect of duty, fire, attached to your memo, 
ralist, which are so artfully set forth and so powerfully adeo* 
cated in Mr. Officiating Collector Head's report;—that, tills 
Bijue Govind Singh had all along been opposed to the 
Messrs. C. and G. Palmer's holding the estate in farts, 
but at this particular juncture, Mr. Officiating Collector 
Read, without the intervention of his securities, paid the sum 
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Of' thirty fbtirthcmsend rupees to Bijjue 'Govind Singlvan^ 
indulged Him in theexpectation ,df receiving one kc ami 
twenty three thousand rupees more out of the General 
TL'ressui v; and the cheering prospect of a speedy and favor* 
shle ierminatiott to a couple of suits amounting to upwards 
of ten lacs of rupees, induced Bijue. Govind Singh to con. 
sent to the remission, a* well as charge of bribery against 
yffiffr memorialistthat, Mr. Officiating Collector Read io 
conjunction with Mr. Judge Hawkins suspemjjng for 
two days all operations in their respective Coma'll Becrerty 
hBtd proceedings against your meinoiialist in their private 
dwelling house, and on the mere allegations of Bijue Govind 
Singh, fabricated and brought to maturity by George 
.Palmer and others, in violation of the letter as well as the 
spirit of the laws, in their unwarrantable assumption of juris- 
diction far above the level of the Collector’s powers suspend, 
edyour memorialist from office; that, Mr. Officiating Cnllec. 
lor Read quietly dispensed with the prescribed administra* 

^ lion of oath to the accuser in the present case, in direct op. 
position to the recorded precedent of his office, in which the 
refusal to swear to a charge of bribery was considered an 
insuperable bar to the Collector’s proceeding into investiga¬ 
tion -that, although Mr. officiating Collector Read was 
from (lie commencement privately aware of every circum¬ 
stance regarding the remission demanded by Messrs. C. and 
O.'* Palmer, and not altogether passive with respect to ths 
pleasures adopted by the farmers with a view to obtaining 
their end; nevertheless, he the officiating Collector availed 
himself of the formality of official ignorance, and condemned 
your memorialist for not giving him information «that, the* 
report, dated the 16th August, 1833, to the Commissioner’s 
address, contained the high wrought official advocacy of Mr. 
Judge Hawkins, under the simple signature of Mr. officiating 
Collector Read; that, it is affirmed by the people ana 
generally acknowledged by the putwarieg , as well as other- 
wise pretty well known, (hat the oppression and ex- 
actions of the Messers. C. and G. Palmer, as well as their 
under farmer*. have reduced the ryutg to poverty and dis¬ 
tress t—that, tbir-difficulty of obtaining redress fur their 
grievances is generally greater than the ryuts could ven¬ 
ture to encounter - either in the civil or criminal Court, the 
notoriety of ifo paramount influence of the great farmers, 
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C* and O. Balmef, m<\ , under their protecting poj«r$v,the 
comparative safely of their immeijuue under farmers, gf 
ly }HOViug a sufficient ba&to the institution of suits against 
them on the part of the suffering ryuls /—that, when mf* 
Collector Gould^burycal led on your memorialist to answer^? 
charges preferred against hint by fijjtie Govind Singh, 
memocitthst submitted in reply (he oners lions of the cnaspjj 
racy, by means of which the whole of this prosecution had bftgfl 
got up, with a list of evidence which would have developed 
the, details of the plot; but Mr. Collector GouUhbitry pip* 
nounced this to be preposterous and if relevant matter, and 
peremptorily refused to go jhto it, as it did not fall inwith tjlfcs 
letter of his instructions which are limited to the investigi*. 
tioti of the plaintiff’s side of the question; in consequence of 
which, your memorialist represented to the lioard (ho inmdflcir 
ency and the exclusive spirit of the pending enquiry, and primed 
the' Board to pass such orders as would secure to y our Me¬ 
morialist the full extent of his right 411 defending htpindjf 
against the machinations of his enemies ;—tit at, Mr. Colifcttw 
Gouldsbury allowed your memorialist's nominal accuser,, Bijtte 
Govind Singh, to alter and new model his charge of corrup* 
lion, and swear to the truth of the allegation of his informer 
and witness, Mr. George Palmer, without any personal 
knowledge of his own ; and to r efer to him, Mr. George 
Palmer, for the development of the precise nature of his 
complaint against your memorialist, until, a leading question 
was put by the Court to the plaint.id ; and, alilit/ the sahf 
Mr. George Palmer, your memorialist’s Actual accuser, who 
had by compact, however, assumed the garb of a witness, stuu(J 
according to the English laws at least, convicted out of Ilia 
own mou|h, not only of the crime of offering a bribe, but of 
avowing at the same time principles o’f imposition, which 
placed him atonce beyond the pale of credibility ; yet, ou tip 
strength of this self-convicting deposition, together with the 
possibility of your memorialist’s exerting undue influence nvef 
certain witnesses, and the length, of time the enquiry was 
likely to last, your memorialist was suspended a second time j-*- 
that iyour memorialist submitted tq the Sudder Board 
what avail can be the influence of an isolated tndividu»l situa¬ 
ted as your memorialist had been, with charges hanging aw 
his head, with, the marked countenance, nay die open sup|^| 
of die authorities 0 f the District directly opposed to 
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devotion to the cause ttfhis inveterate mcooaer and IheV ©wh 
friends; andthe theiVOIliciating Collector firmly united ffom 
die first, and by exiting circumstanced farther kiwngthefced 
in‘his attachment to the interest of your menioriatislh! oppo¬ 
nent*, still on the spot, filling an official situation in the &ot. 
lectarsbip and Magistracy'of the District;—-that, previous to 
the determination of your memorialist’s suspension, $Jr, Cot- 
lectorGouldsbury had devoted to his open enquiry in Court 
no more than tour hours, and since then (11th November) 
up terthe 4th December, not more than five hours, altogether 
Constituting Timurs; that the President of the Court of Enquiry 
bad in'the first |)1*cc, inflicted a serious injury upon your 
memorialist by his dilatory proceedings, and in the next by 
converting it into a reason for his suspension :—that, Mr. 
Collector Gouldsbury pending the enquiry laid a side the 
Bnglish delica?y of feeling ami punctilious demeanour, which 
with reference to parlies, in all English Courts, so peculiarly 
Chrfritcterise the public Ministers of equal Justice and Law, 
lav throwing himself into the arms of Mr. George Palmer, with 
wit 01 " die prosecution originated and by means of whom 
It was still carried on, and in spite of his extraordinary 
setf-cdmlemning deposition : that your memorialist protested 
against Mr. Collector Gouldsbury'* proceeding witu the en¬ 
quiry, on the ground of that Officer’s ha vihg disqualified by 
'wehtost marked and open prejudging of your memorialist’s 
ettgr; that, Mr. Collector Gouldsbury with a sworn deposi¬ 
tion remarkably differing from the plaintiff’s deliberately pre¬ 
pared mitten charge, and with evidence which bears not on 
the original matter of complaint ordered for investigation, in¬ 
stead of reporting on such discrepancy and forwarding the 
plaintiffs deposition and Mr. Palmer’s evidence to the Com¬ 
missioner for disposal, on the ground of a palpable discrepan¬ 
cy, a* well as on that of want of power to take cognisance of 
any fresh or new modelled complaint of the Manager’s offi- 
clwh^tiidilct, he recommended tlie suspension of your memo- 
riafist, entered into investigation, and kept the. charges hang¬ 
ing over your memorialist’s head for three months ; that Mr. 
Collector Gouldsbury’» final Persian Roobnkaree of the 1st 
^February, Is remarkable for the exclusive spirit which, al- 
tfflpst ’without exception, breathes through it, with respect to 
wvjffy ttetn at all beneficial to your memorialist’* aide of the 
cp&£ fltaq Mr* Collector Gouldsbury’s public letter, con- 
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yeyiiUf to the. ^mxxkl^omr the refultof his-soquiry, is tar. 

with partiality to U|ft cftiifte of Mr. Georg# PalmeiS in 
the wording of his repreBenjation to t dNnmrV greatest 
possible advantage, anil in the introducing into i|aF state* 
inents which are for fVom being suapottedby the records of the 
case ; that, lb. Collector Gouldsbury ip his brief sufptiacy 
has not only travelled out of the rtcdjrd ;—but given inwtiuo 
|tp circumstanceswliicii are neither h^orn* <*ut by the plaintiff's 
original charge!*, nor by his deposition ori oath be(hr* Mr. 
Collector Gouldsbury himself ;*-ih«it, your memorialist sob* 
mitted jto the judgment of the Board tile i(iis-sutejtient, as 
well as omission or rather suppression by Mr, Collector 
Gouldsbury of very important matter, which made for yoiif 
memorialist’s sicjk of the case i —that, Mr. Collector Goulds* 
bury in his public letter put ti most, unjustifiable construction 
upon the evidence of Mr. George Palmer ; ami introduced 
into it Statements unsupported by the deposition itselfthat, 
your memorialist was saddled with the extraordinary onus of 
proving a negative that, alter rejecting your memorialist’s 
evidence, which would have not only shaken but annihilated 
the testimony of Mr. George Palmer, Mr. Collector Goulds¬ 
bury did not hesitate to observe, that your memorialist, had 
brought forvyard no evidence to refute the charge ol bribery ;«•> 
that to the serious injury of excluding most important circum¬ 
stantial evidence regarding the origin of the false accusation 
against yohf memorialist, Mr. Collector Gouldsbury lidded 
the very substantial one of suppressing as well as Misrepre¬ 
senting the only remaining means of defence which had 
been left to your memorialist;—that mere hearsayev|w 
deuce, (altho* not worthy of notice) tending in a manner 
to give colour to the . charge, was readily tolerated against 
your memorialist by Mr. Collector Gouldsbury that, your 
memorialist complained of tlie suppression of Ids evidence i$ 
lefutation of the testimony of die plaintifTa witnesses; — That, 
the keenness of Mr. Collector Gouldsbury'» pursuit aftof 
shadows, tending even in appearance only, to militate in the 
lightest degree against your memorialist, may be viewed as 
an index to the animus r which has operated against ydtiy 
memorialist in the course ofthe investigation;—that, altkuugji 
Mr. Collector Gouldsbury admitted that the complainant had 
nothing to do with the charge with respect to the putwaraes , 
^ pleased Mr* Collector Gouldsbury to keep you r mernwia- 



iajpFrrim the 4th to the 30th De«|^er } exposed ,|o all, tit 
evils ft rising out of an unjust suspension, as far at least asthe 
investigation of this charge is concerned, unjustifiably pro¬ 
longed, according to Mr. Ctdlector GouldsburyVown shew- 
ing;—thar, Mr. Collector Gouldsbury's manner of ulluding to 
the former accusations of the plaintiff, Bijue Govind Singh, 
by the suppression of the intermediate proceedings and their 
result, was calculated to generate suspicion against yottr me¬ 
morialist ; and when viewed with reference to the general 
feature of Mr. Collector Gouldsbury's proceedings, whenever 
any circumstance beneficial to your memorialist's side of the 
question* has fallen in his way, it be possible, to pronounce 
such garbled statement to be purely accidental ?—-tliut, Mr. 
Collector Gouldsbury, in the case of your memorialist intro¬ 
duced the practice alike novel and objectionable with respect 
to cross-examination, in discussing the end and aim of the 
questions proposed in the presence and within the heating'of 
mYf witnesses before he allowed them to be written down; and 
inl$e cross-examination of witnesses a bar was by Mr. Col¬ 
lector Gouldsbury put against your memorialist, in violation 
of the rules and practice of Courts of J ustice all over the ci¬ 
vilised world that, one of the assistants to his Mokhtar, 
whilst in the act of taking notes, without interfering in the 
slightest degree eiiherwith the Court itself, or with any person 
ttwonnected with the Court, was, at the instance of a Mokh - 
tor, acting on the part of your memorialist's convicted false 
accuser, on the plea of his not being your memorialist's con¬ 
stituted attorney, ordered by the Collector to be turned out of 
Court:—that, Mr. Collector Gouldsbury tolerated a number 
of voices in the cross-examination of witnesses, in direct in* 
firittgement of the Regulations; together with numerous 
other., instancesThat, your memorialist prayed that the 
Sadder Hoard would be pleased to take the contents of his se¬ 
veral petitions, Into their serious consideration, and award that 
full measure of justice for which the extraordinary, unjustifia¬ 
ble treatment hts case had ex})erienced from the local authori¬ 
ties of the District, loudly called from the decision of the Board, 
as the constituted authority under Government to prevent, as 
well as to correct irregularity and oppression in its subordinate 
officer* placed under their controul, and to operate os a safe 
guard to the rights and interests of its subjects,*—but in vain. 

Lastly. * That, your memorialist most respectfully craves 
permission to submit, ihat the nature of his grievances not 
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only affect his individual case, but also the rights flf« Vfflf 
numerous class of defenceless British subjects, by the 0f»p*L , 
1 Aie‘authorities not exerting tlieir constitutional -power on the 
representation of puipabie injustice, illegality in the proceed* 
ings, and disqualifying impropriety in the personal conduct of 
tltcir subordinate public officer, in a case judicially before 
them ; and begs leave niost humbly to solicit that yout\ 
Lordship will graciously be pleased to grant an enquiry into 
the proceedings complained of, and the partial and illegal 
conduct of the local authorities, injustice to the individual 
case of your much injured memorialist, us well as for the pro* 
tretion of the rights of the public at large : and your memo- 
uulist, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

(Signed) A. IMLACH. 

Calcutta, 1 6th February, 1835. 
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Head a petition, received this day by Dak from Mr . 
Imiach, Manager of Mahalat Purgunu Huveiiee 
Poomeea , dated the \%thoj August, 1&33. 

Mr. Imlacii objects to Mr. Read, die gentleman who 
is at present in charge of the office of {Collector, making cer- 
' tain enquiries into an alleged charge of bribery unci combi¬ 
nation to ruin the estate entrusted to his management, &r. 

1. To this objection it is sufficient to ltinuik iluit Mr. 
Gouldsbury busby this time reached Poorneeu, ami on taking 
- charge.the enquiry will devolve upon him, ami us he is jmt 
arrived, and unacquainted with the parties, Mr. Imiach 
Cannot possibly oiler any objections to bis making the 
enquiry. 

X. The circumstances alluded to in the petition, have not 
been reported to me, and the churge ol bribery und corrup¬ 
tion, as far as regards the proceedings ol the Collector, cun 
only be considered as a preliminary enquiry, and not a Ju¬ 
dicial trial as before a Court; whenever the case is report- 1 
cd to me such orders will be pus*ed with as little delay as 
possible according to circuimtunces, und if necessary a refer¬ 
ence made to the Sudder Board of Revenue. 

Mr. Imiach is requested to send in his reply to the 
Collector, and in bis capacity of Manager of the estate, to 
obey all orders issued by that officer, and an appeal* is open 
tolmu setting forth any objections lie may have to make to the 
proceedings of the Cotlectoi. 

The Collector of Poorneeu is requested to furnish Mr. 

1 mluch with a copy of this minute in reply to hi* petition, 
and enter the uccuiupanying petition with the miiiute on the 
record of his proceedings. 

Commissioner’s office, ) (Sd.) E. LEE WARNER, 
iStli Division, Monghyr, > Co nunc, of Rczcnue. 

the iWih August, 1833. ) 

(True Copy) 

(Signed) F. READ, 

Acting Collector, 

. . . .. " ' . — ■ —— * 

* Tlit d*<* gppeal, sail abut was the result f lFU» pennon 

vfas quietly linos a on die slwff. “ 
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To F. Gouldbbcry, Esq. 

Collector, Poomeea. 

Sir, 1 

In compliance with the orders of the Commissioner of 
Revenue, dated the 20ih August last, I have the honor here¬ 
with to submit, in continuation of mv reply, under date the 
5ib September last, to Bijue Govind Singh's petition of the 
Hilt August last, my answer to the late Mr. Officiating Col¬ 
lector Read's report, dated the 16th of August last, connected 
with the above-mentioned matter. 

1 have the honor to be. 

Sir, 

Poorneea, > Your most obedient servant, 

23rd October, 1833. S . (Sd.) A IMLACH. 


To Mr. A. Imlach, 

Surburakar. 

Sin, 

You will receive herewith Extracts (Paragraphs 2d, 3d, 
5th, and 7th,) from a letter from the Secretary to the Sudder 
Board of Revenue, dated the 24>tU Ultimo, on the subject 
of the reference made by the late Acting Collector,under date 
the 16th of August last. 

2. Your particular attention is directed to the observa¬ 
tions contained in the 5th and 7th paragraphs of the Board's 
letter, relative to the duties of a Surburakar , and you are 
requested to inform me under what authority, the estates 
placed under your management, have been farmed out to 
others, and what securities have been furnished by the Messrs. 
Palmer in each case. 

3. With reference to your letter to me, dated the 23d 
instant, I beg to return the enclosed copy of your English 
petititon to the Sudder Board, in reply to Mr. Rea d’s report, 
as it contains much unnecessary detail unconnected with 
the charge which has been preferred against you, and the 
subject of Mr. Read's reference has already been disposed 
of by the Board. The petition is moreover addressed to the 
superior Authority and not to me. 

I am, Sir, 

Poorneea, 1 Your obedient servant 

Collector's Office, J. (Sd.) F, GOULDS BURY, 
The 25th October, 1833 .\ Collector* 
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Poorneea ; 28 th October , 1638. 
To F. Gouldfbitry, Esq. 

i i 

Collector , Poorneea . 

Sin, 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your let¬ 
ter, under date the 2)tli instant, ami in compliance with the 
request contained in die 2d paragraph thereof, I submit /or vour 
information, that, long previous to the term of inauagem nt 
l.y. Surburakar , die estate of /luvc/lee Poorneea, &c. was 
farmed out by the proprietors, anti that in 1224, Moniker, 
when the Surburakar was appointed, the Purgunnus Hu- 
vcllee Potirnea and Sreepore, Muhalnl Khangy and Ztttah 
Gorhree were fanned out in Taloognrhs ; and the Puryun- 
us of Kutteehur, Koomareepore, llookunpore, Sooltatipore 
and Phuiteypore S/nr/ra, and zi Units liungnpunee, ‘anti 
Natporc, were farmed out separately to different individual-*, 
generally for the term of live years, by the zumrendars, who 
made over the estate to the Surburakar under those engage¬ 
ments, agreeably to which the Surburakar collected the rents. 
This system of farming out the estute was continued by the 
Surburakars until 1234 Moolkce in 1235 Moolker , when 
Buj tool-Hussain was Manager, under <Y1r. Judge Wollen, 
the Pur g units of Phuttcypore Singea, Sooltanpore, Sree- 
porc, Jluvel/re Poorneea, and Muhallat Khangy were 

S ven ifi one farm to Messrs. C. and it. Palmer, and alt ho* 
ijue Govimt Singh represented his objections to these,—the 
first created Mot* la bids, to the Sadder Dewunny Adawlur, 
the farm was allowed to stand good. That, previous to my 
farming out the greater part of the estate, the end of 1239 
Moolker , the aforesaid Bijue Govind Singh again represented 
his objections to large farms to the Stidder Dewunny Adawlur, 
and was i eferred lo the Collector of the District; he according¬ 
ly presented a Dark bast • on the subject to the Collec¬ 
tor, who passed the following order thereon, “ that the farm¬ 
ing out of the estate rented with the Surburakar , with which 
the Collector had no concern,** from which order Bijue Govind 
Singh appealed to the Commissioner of Revenue; and as the 
time of making settlements had arrived and I leceived no or¬ 
ders from |(hy superior to alter the usual mode,! farmed out the 
Pur gun us that I tad become kkas according to the prevad- 
ing custom in the estate. The securities of Messrs. C. an<l 
G. Palmer in the farm of Purgunits Uuvellee Sreepore, 


Put lion. 
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Sooltanpore, Phntteypore Sim*era and Muhal Khangy are 
Shah Homin Rezn and Alimud Reza, Aga Ahtnud Uiee 
Khan, Mirza Mahuuxiee, 'lVzuurain Singh, Talaver Singh, 
Runuleal Singh, and Mudho Lull, a copy of whose agreement, 
together with a list of the property, pledged, its also their 
securities fur the fanii of Nat pore, viz, Hur Chunder Uae 
and Rajah Ram Koomar,Vopy of agreement and inventory of 
the property pledged, 1 submit herewith :— 

2. That, the estate of Soorjupore has been farmed out in 
Tafanques to AJoostqjers since the perpetual settlement with 
the landlords and I have not in any way interfered with the 
long esiablislied system ; and that the estate of Sow«n Bun- 
bliag, vStc. is partly fanned out and partly khas t —being the 
condition in which it wits made over to me by the proprietors. 

Lastv. I beg to state that it was an oversight on my part 
in not mentioning, in my letter ot the 23d instant, which ac¬ 
companied the triplicate of my jwrtition in English to the 
Stidder Board, in reply to the late Mr. Officiating Collector 
Head’s report of the l(i:h August Inst, that I had transmitted 
the original to be submitted to tlx* Stidder Board; but, on 
hearing that the Board had returned the papers ill this case to 
the Commissioner of Revenue, ( submitted the duplicate to 
the last-mentioned authority, and the triplicate I deemed it 
proper to submit to you, in consequence of the former orders 
of the Commissioner; the late Mr. Officiating Collector Read 
having recorded in his office his public report of neglect of 
duty, &c. on my part as Manager of the Huvellee, &c. estate, 
I respectfully entreat that if it be not contrary to the forms 
of your office, you will permit iny reply to be also recorded 
in justification of my conduct, for winch purpose I would 
willingly re-submit it. 

X have the honor to be, 

Sir, 

Your most obedient servant, 

(Signed) A, IMLACH. 


Mr. A. Imi.ach, 

Surburakar , Poorncta. 

StR, „ , e 

With reference to the latter part of your letter to me of 

Yesterday’s date, I beg lo state that l must decline receiving 

the Copy of your English, petition to the Sadder ISpartl of 

Revenue, tor the reasons detailed in my letter of the 25tli 

instant. 
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I take this opportunity of intimating to you that all 
your Communications to the Collector should be submitted 
in the usual term of a Petition and not by Letter. 

I am, Sir, 

Poorneea, 1 Your obedient servant, 

Collector's Office, > (Sd.) F. GOULDSBUItY, 

The 29th October, 11133.) Collector . 


A. XMLACHM PROTEST. 

To F. Gouldsbijry, Esq. 

Collector , Poorneea. 

The linmhle petition of Alexander Imlach , Ma¬ 
nager, (under Suspension) of Mahallat Purgunus 
Muvellee Poorneea^ § c. 

Sheweth, 

That, your Petitioner, compelled by circumstances at¬ 
tendant upon the nature of the investigation, in every respect 
insufficient lor the attainment of the ends of public justice, 
extremely injurious ut the sumo time to the case ot your 
Petitioner in particular, has appended against the grounds 
of your recommendation, and the Commissioner’s order for 
your Petitioner's suspension, to the Stabler Board ; and has, 
moreover, urging hts often-repeated prayer for a full inde- 
jicndent judicial investigation, protested against this Court's 
proceeding any further in his case: your Petitioner therefore 
pravc that this his petition be received and filed as his pro¬ 
test, And dealt with as to this court may seem meet: and 
yotir Petitioner as in duty bound will ever pray. 

Pooneea, 9th, December, 1833. A. IMLACH. 

The object of this petition does not clearly appear if 
Mr. fsnlnch is (as hrs petition implies) dissatisfied with the 
manner in which the investigation is conducted, he is at li¬ 
berty <o appeal to the superior Revenue Authorities; who 
will pass whatever orders th„*y may deem proper on the 
suljecc. 

OBDRKRO TIlEHEF'iRE 

That these petitions (in English and Persian) 
he returned to the Petitioner. 

Poorneea, | F. GOULDSBURY, 

11th December, 1833. j Collector, 
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To J. 1\ Ward, Esq. 


T« SwM»r Board, 1 ?<b 1 
Dee. IttU, )• .100 f 

Sir, 


Officiating Com in i-s» oner 

of lievouue, 12th December, 
Moonghvr. 

O a 


With reference to your predecessor's letter, dated the 23d 
October last, No. 1230, and the enclosed copy of the Sudder 
Board's letter, dated the 21th September last, 1 beg to sub¬ 
mit here with such information as i have been able to obtain 


on the several points noticed in the 7 l h, 8th, and 9tb, 
paragraphs of the Sudder Board's letter. 

2. 1 have deemed it unnecessary to defer submitting this 
report until the enquiry into the charges, preferred against 
Mr*. Imlach, shall be concluded, us the investigation is likely 
to occupy sometime longer owing to the number of wit¬ 
nesses to be examined, and the difficulty in collecting them;* 

3. With reference to the 7th paragraph of the Sudder 
Board's letter, I called upon Mr. Imlach to explain under 
wlmt authority the estates, placed under his management, 
were let out in farm, and from his reply it appears, that long 
previous to the attachment of the estate it wus customary for 
the proprietors to let it out in farm ; that, in 1224 when the 
first Sat burakar was appointed, the Pnrgunus of Huvel- 
lec Puorneea and Sreepore Mohutiut Kbangy and ziilah 
Goraree, were farmed out in tutlootfue v, and the Pargunus 
of Kuttehar Kootnaripore, Uookoomfpore, Sooltunpore, and 
Phuitcyporc Singcea, with ziHalts Uuiigupuuee and Nauth- 
pore were farmed out sep-irately to diHerein individuals, 
generally for the term of five years, in which state the pro¬ 
perty was made over by the Zumitidars to the Surbu - 
rakar who merely re eived tile rentrfrom the farmers • 
That, this system of farming out the estate was pursued by 
each succeeding Manager up to the present time; that, previous 
to Mr. imtaclt'.s fanning out the greater part rf the estate 
at the end of 1239 JJoolkee, Bijue Govind Siuglt,, the pro¬ 
prietor of an 8-anstu share, petitioned the Court of Sudder 
Dewanny Adawlut, objecting to the grant of such extensive 


* Tue following day the evidence lor the prosecution »a» closed !*! 
•ad Ur. Col I : c tor (Jottldshtrry l«u coutc.iMii the lUrirstUV in iiti pro- 
kckiIiii;! b> rfconjmg that the cowpUoi»m liarl »u>ilu»s n»d^.W,0b*fie 
regarding I lie Puttpitn'ei, —altlio* n 1»* Ufiwri llw litM 

to proceed into tnvemg.iiirm oi tin# ur< lcv.nu milter, i rmeipnlly by 
p**«y, i. e. bv naputiiie at one time li ■ .V ... another. III* 

UeattufetbUi.:, Mr /*’. L. Rtud, to can) on U»t J*uc. 
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forms to flip Messrs. Palmer, and was referred by that Court to 
the (lien Collector of the District, who informed him (hat the 
farming out of the estate rested with ih e.Surburnkar, nod 
(hat he could not interfere. Mr. Irn Inch further states that 
as he received no in-tructions to the contrary from his superi¬ 
or, he funned out the estate according to the prevailing 
custom. 

4. With regard to the observations in the 8th para* 
graph of the Komi's letter, 1 beg to state that it 
appears to me very doubtful whether, in the event 
of the estate being (according to the construction which 
the Board puts upon the Attachment Regulations) admi¬ 
nistered by the Surburnfc ir without the intervention of 
liny middlemen between himself and the ryots, it would he 
possible for any sin •fit' individual to exercise “ due care and 
management" over such extensive estates as are placed un¬ 
der the charge of Mr. lrniach, comprizing upwards of one- 
Tiunn of the District, and when, as in the present case, the 
estates are let out in (arm, 1 confess I cannot discover what 
duties.remain to be exercised by a Surburakur as the reve¬ 
nue could just as easily be paid by the farmers direct into the 
Collector's treasury, as through the medium of a Manager 
receiving a salary of 7^ rupees per month, and keeping 
up an expensive establishment. I may add that the whole 
of the property is now under my management in consequence 
of the suspension of Mr. Imiaclt, pending the enquiry, and 
that I do not anticipate that any difficulty will be experi¬ 
enced from the want of a Surhurakar .* 

5. Mr. Iinliich was appointed Manager of the Huvellee 
estate in the year 1829, by Mr. Lowis the Collector, on a sa¬ 
lary of 700 ntpeeqpper month, he afterwards obtained the 
charge of Purgunu Soorjahpoor from Mr. Lowis on a 
salary of500 rupees per month, and at a latter period he was 
placed in charge of a third e-tate with a salary of 100 rupees 
monthly, giving him altogether 1,500 rupees per month, and 
the controul over mii extent of country which it is quite im¬ 
possible he could manage with due care and vigilance. I 
submit herewith copies of the security tendered by Mr. lnt* 
hch in each case for the inspection of tne Sadder Board. 

6. As directed in the 9th paragraph of the Board's letter, 
laUuMubuuistatement in original, furnished by the Messrs. 

+ . S&M r. Osil«'ct^tM&MKI|iibary a ItUleryeftlK* ami goth Sep- 
•niber, 1S34. 
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Palmer* of the several fsrmsJiield by them in this and iaptlpr 
districts, with a specification of' the Sudder and, farming 
Jumma and a narrative of each case as regards the acauisitjoft 
of tiie farm, also the nature of the wider tenures, alluded t& 
by the Board; copies of the securities furnished by the 
Messrs. Palmer for the farms held by them under the Surbu* 
rakar, are likewise forwarded herewith. I have instituted,, 
an enquiry regarding die remission of revenue claimed by the 
Messrs. Palmer, but the question has not yet been decided. • 

Poorneea, Collector's Office,) I have, &c. 

The 3d December, 1833. j (Sd.) F. CJOULDSBURY, 

Collector* 


(No. 1369.) ■ 

To T«e Suddeu Boabu or Revenue, 

Fort William. , 

Gentlemen, *' 

With reference to the orders contained in your Secretary's 
letter of the 24th September, paragraph 7th and 8th on certain 
points connected with tjie management of the extensive es¬ 
tates placed under the controul of Mr. Inilach, under the rules 
of Regulation V. of 1827* 1 have now the honor to transmit 
to you in original a letter from the Collector of Poorneea, 
furnishing this information. M 

2. Regarding the query asked as to the authority by which 
the farms of the estates, placed under the controul of the Sur - 
burakar , were granted, the Collector reports that it hat been 
the practice fdr the Sur burakar to grant leases on Ms own 
authority . , 

3* With reference to the observation* oLthe Collector, con¬ 
tained in the 4th paragraph of his report, I must express my 
concurrence in the opinion given r that the estates at present 
under the-charge of Mr. Imlachy are far too, extensive 
to be managed efficiently^ if the collections were requited 

_i_ ___ _ 

• These statements are dated the 2nd, and the following day—the 
3rd December—Mr. Collector Oooldsbilry communicates bis senti¬ 
ments to the Officiating Commissioner. At this time the Collector and 
Mr. George Palmer were hftsoni friends. The landau or coach of,the 
letter was at the door of , the former almost every evening ijm, 
month* 
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to be conducted in the manner which your Board appear 
to thfnk 9 they ought to be under therules of Regulation V . 
of 1827, and on the other hand that if the farming system 
Was allowed t the service of a Surburakar would then 
. become unnecessary. In regard to the security given by Mr. 

1 Itulach, there is no reason to question the adequacy of this 
to cover all rihk. 

4* For the information called for in the 9th paragraph of 
your Orrfars, the Collector refers to a statement which he 
transmits ttfritaining a particular report of the farms held by 
the Messrs Palmer and of* the tenures obtaining under the 
iapners. I am not aware that the information supplied m 
this paper calls for any remai ks from me. 

I request that the original papers, when no logger required, 
may be returned to this office. 

Commissioner’s office, ) I have, &c. 

32th Division, Monghyr, > (Sd.) I. P. WARD, 

The 17th December, 1833.} Offg. Qommr. of Revenue* 
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To OfFIClATIHfi COMMISSIONER OF BkAVGULYOBI* ' 

Sl», 

The Sudder Board of Revenue having had before thehi 
7 your predecessor's letter of the 17 <h of December la«|*wit|H 
its enclosures, direct me to communicate as follows 

% The Beard consider the system of administering 
attached estates, which appears to have long prevailed in siU|£ 
Poomeea, to be open to the most serious objections,* and 
therefore to demand the earliest change that can be brought 
about without confusion or unnecessary injury to those 
interests which are involved in an existing state of things, for. 
which many of the parties concerned are in no wise respon* 
sible. 

3. The Sudder Board are entitoly of opinion as expres¬ 
sed in my letter of the 24th of September last, that when a 
Surburakar is appointed by the Revenue Authorities under 
the ordt||of the Courts of Lew, it is his duty to administer 
the estate entrusted to his charge in the same manner as it 
would he done by an active and intelligent proprietor, 
drawing his rents as nearly as the customs and institutions of 
the people will permit, from the class who vaise the crops 
from which such rents result since it is manifest, (as no matt 
undertakes such btisiness except with a view to profit) that 
every middleman interposed between the Manager and the first 
rent-payer must live unon the income property belonging to 
the Zumindar . The Board have stated that a Surburakar 
should conduct himself as “ an active and intelligent pro¬ 
prietor/* because they observe from the Collector's letter of 
the 3rd December that Mr. Imlach justifies his leases of the 
estate on the grounds of the former custom of the Zumindar*, 
as well as of previous Surburaka^ } But it ought to Have 
occurred to Mr. Imlach that an officer is not selected to ma¬ 
nage an extensive and most valuable property with * hand¬ 
some salary for his trouble, innrder that he may imitate date 
self-indulgent and injudicious administration of their landed 
property which too many Hindoo Zumindars give into most 
frequently to their ruin \ and that if lie had exerted himself 
to earn his salary as the Messrs* Palmer were, wit ling to do 
for their own |>rofit, he might not only have gained tor tbo 

- ■ ■ .■ ■ -) i ■ ■' ' i — 

• T'tw system prevails genera ly through oat the jarwdictiee of the 
Sudder Board of Itovooao, sod u sanctioned by the Board In SdmmU- 
lenog the estatfpsf minors. 



Zuminfan whom he represented the differed* which those 
gentleflpon calculated upon in undertaking (he farm, or which 
they have realised, ihatby collecting the rents more trnmedi- 
(ttaieljr iron the ry*U than die Messrs. Kilmer hare been 
. able to do lin consecmence, it would appear of the enormous 
< fawns which they hold ift oilier quarters) would hare added 
to t lie income of the proprietors a considerable port of the 
profits non. enjoyed,,t>y, (he Moostnjcrs and Dur^mos* 
. tfifert* It is true that Mr. Iajdach has incapacitated 
b irewej/for die proper discharge of his duly to the Zumindart 
m Putgunu HuveJlee,. £c. by undertaking other charges 
of a., similar nature far top extensive to be executed by my 
v individual who does not render his office a Sinecure by let¬ 
ting out the estate committed to his hands, but the extent of 
such abuse cannot constitute their justification, and it is in¬ 
cumbent upon the Revenue Authorities to protect alike the 
proprietors of attached estate, mid the actual rentjjffpayers, 
(who most inevitably be exposed to the most grievous ex¬ 
tortion by the system of sub-letting,) by providing that they 
. be not entrusted to the manageiniit of any person incompetent 
from whatever cause, to administer them to the best pos¬ 
sible advantage* 

, 4. 1 have beep instructed by the Board to furnish you 

with tbe above exposition of their general Sentiments, in order 
that in communication with Mr. Gouldsbury you may fa¬ 
vour them at your earliest convenience, with your opinion in 
regard to die - steps proper to be taken to replace matters 
in zillah Poorneea upon a more healthy , footing. They 
are decidedly of opinion that any large estate is as much as 
any Syrbunihir can property superintend ; that no Sur* 
Atfroftarshimld fie etttqffed Wph the management of larger 
Mftfflhe can administer without recourse to subUettiitg ; inat 
nil leasee which have been grunted by a Sttrkurakar with¬ 
out dtre authority should be revoked^witb the least unobjec* 
ii4W|ld« dela»;f |hq% ah tenures, created by J&rmers hold- 
big tp>der sttfh cases, should tyli tpith* the lefyw. The Sur* 
burakar should receive such/a »m*y withdue advertence 
te the miirta ^fd dm,, property committed to his care, as shall 
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be a sufficient remuneration fpr all the lime end Mbqp which 
thepvpper management of the property may defoind, att&whti 
all adequate establishment he shoutd find, if competent A>r 
the task, no difficulty, in collecting the rents from mose who 
grow the props without me intervention of middlemen of J afly 
description, Excepting of course those who have 1 permanent 
tenures of mat nature, if any such exist upon the property.'* 
The Surburakar in short should adt exactly in the'same 
capacity and in the same manner as the land steward bif a 
large proprietor in Europe. Perhaps local circumstances 
mav render the retention of the Dwmoosatjer* indftmen- 
sibfe, and the Board refer the matter to your judgment 
consulting Mr . Goulds bury. The Board rely whfc cotffi* 
deuce upon that officer’s best exertions to enforce the full 
ami efficient discharge of his duty by the SurburdkdC 
of Pmrgunu Huvellee, &c. as well as an the part of those 
officers who may be appointed to superintend the other 
Mehals in his district which are in alike predicament,Hf both 
for the protection of the actual cultivators, and to secure 
to the Zemindars tbs full amount of the rental which 
under the existing system the Dur»tnoo$tajcrs pity to their 
immediate superiors on the scale , or if it be found not 
to be unjust to get rid of the former class the net mofussil 
jumma of Iks estate . The Surburakar y who cannot realise 
such a rent with the aid of a sufficient establishment, should 
be considered incompetent for the post ;J and the recent 
enquiries must have furnished the Collector with tlte best 
possible data for an estimate of the proper rent which the 
several Mehals should pay. 


Sudder Beard of Revenue,) I have, &c. 

Fort William, > (Sd*L ft. 1). MANGLES, 
The 21* February, 1834.) Acting Secretory, 

P. S. The original papers received are returned. 

judder Bgardof Revenue,) 

Fort William, HSd.) ft. D. MANGLES, 
The 32nd March; 1834. ) Acting Snntofy, 

(True Copies) * 

' * (Sd.) W. PETERS, 

Un-Auutant Stcrdsry. 


H«M«MWiSSMMHqmMi «■— ■■■■ ■■■■ I m m , ■ mm-mmm —■ 

• Wbfre is tf»V4«»oS fitUu thf Beefs) Presidency ? 
t At) are comforted oft the Mote system '! 

% According to this, ait arefafontpeieot io this day. 


■a 
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The 4th paragraph of Air . Jmlaeh's letter to Mr . 
Collector Gouldsbury, dated the 20th March, 1834, 
is here inserted, the remainder being quoted tit his 
memorial of the 26th January, 1835, r 

4. With regard to the 3rd paragraph of the Sudder 
Boards tetter of ttie 21st February tost, I crave leave to 
submit, that the systeftf of letting out Purgunus to one far* 
merwas ndt only adopted by the Zuminuars and my pre^ 
decessors, but in 1231*32 3.toolkee, with the sanction of the 
Su«Mey Board in their capacity of Court of Wards likewise, 
anOT>nly followed by me with the knowledge of my superior; 
moreover, extensive farmers were upheld by my late rape* 
rior, Mr. Officiating Collector Beau, who in the recent in¬ 
stance of creating Mootahids , over the heads of Moostajers 
to whom the estate, with the exception of a few villages, was 
previously farmed by the Proprietress in Pur gum* Taj pore 
obtained the sanction of the Sudder Board, lender these cir¬ 
cumstances I feel not n little aggrieved to be exclusively 
blamed for tolerating tile system. 1 look up to you as my im¬ 
mediate superior to lay before the Sudder Board,* thro* the 
Commissioner of Revenue, the actual circumstances of the 
case, which 1 hope will remove the unfavourable impression 
that has by some means been excited in the minds of the 
members**! my prejuice. 

To C. W, Steer, Esq. 

Officiating Commissioner of Revenue, 

1 1th Division , Monghyr. 

Sir, 

f have the bonnr to acknowledge the receipt "of your. 
letter, dated the 21st instnnt, giving covet to a copy of a letter 
from the Secretary to the Sudder .Board of Revenue, dated 
21st ultimo, relative to the system which has hitherto pre¬ 
vailed in this district of administer!hg estate! under Hiach- 
ment by order of the Conns of «f ustice, particularly with re-' 
■ference.to die estate of Psiyuai^Hufillite Poomeeaf under 
the mana^hnent of Mr, Imlach. 

• nfd llr. Coflrctbr Goulrt»bi*rj do this t 

f This *ysirm of administering estates under attachment prevails 
generally thmajyMMit 'ttie jurisdinlbn ojjhe Sudder Board of Revenue: 
but the enqntr^md putting mat let s oil more'healthy fooling, hate 
been limited loRoorneca. 
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• £. From the experience which I have had of thd^perfti- 
cious effects in this district of the syrtem hitherto ftdtigx&fty* * * § 
the Surburakars of letting out these estates in farm tO the 
highest bidder, 1 can most fully Concur in. the sentiment* 
expressed by the Board on tlie subject, and, 1 attribute to 
this cause* chiefly the great distress now prevalent among, 
the agricultural classes on all the estates in this district in „ 
which this most destructive system of management has 
been adopted, 

3* The situation of Surburakar has hitherto been almost 
a sinecure, this officer seems to have considered that the fffiv 
portant interests committed to his charge were best consulted 
by his squeezing every possible rupee out of the estate, and 
naturally adopted the system of farming it out to the highest 
bidder as the most ready means of effecting this object and at 
the same time saving himself from ali further trouble in col# 
lecting the rents. The persons who took these farms ffroat 
the Surburakar with a view solely to their own profit, under# 
let them to others at an enhanced rent, and the whole bur theft 
was borne by the unfortunate cultivators of the soil, who 
under such a system were subject to the greatest oppression t 
and extortion, 

4. The best proof of the pernicious effects of this system 
is the present state of the Purgunus of the lluvelfeb estate 
now held in farm by the Messrs, Palmer, who so far from 
realizing any profit now ffnd that they cannot collect from 
tKeir tenantry above 14 annas its the rupee of the jumma 
which they stipulated to pay to the Surburakar ; they now 
find that owing to the exactions}; under which the tenantry 
have laboured tor many ye»rs,§ they pan no longer afford to 
pay the exorbitant demands against them, and the readiness 
with which the Messrs, palmer have agreed to give up their 
forms affords the strongest evidence of the truth of their asser# 
tlon thflfchey arc losers by the transaction, 


* See paragraph* 3 «Gft 4 of lfr. Officiating Commiaaioeer gtatrt 
tterof the lit April, 18340 

t What wa« thp Ifagii triHe about ? .... m... 

$ Why were oot the regulation* enforced by the local aummUei 
when in poisei&ion of ugh information 

§ Who held the farm for many yean i Mr. Collector Quuldatmrj as. 
aerta Meisrs. C. It G. Palmer d»d» * 
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5. ft now pwnatfM for tie Revenue Authorities to endH> 
vourto put matters on • mure healthy footing for the future, 
an# the fowl tiling to be done moat be to revoke the whole 
of the farms-granted by the Sarbmrahnr which may be done 
st the expiration of tbepwaetrt year without subjecting the 
farmers to any serious injury, indeed f am persuaded that 
many of them wilt rejoice at being released from engagements 
which they now find themselves unable to fulfill all intermedi¬ 
ate grades of tenant which have been created by these fanners 
between themselves and the ryuts must of course cease, and 
tb# Surburukar will have to oollect the rents in most ins¬ 
tances from ihe actual cultivators of the soil, the retention of 
the Dur^moostajers may be desirable in some cases but 
as a general measure I thing it would be objectionable.* i 

6; The Board have given it as their decided opinion tfiat 
one large estate is as much as any Surburakar can properly 
superintend,t and as Mr. Imtach at present administers 
no less than three (two of them very extensive) it will be ne¬ 
cessary for him to divest himself of the management of two of 
them, to enable him to exercise an efficient administration 
over one. The circumstances which have been brought to 
light during the investigation of the charges; lately preferred 
against Mr* Imlach, render it, in my opinion, on ever)’ account 
objectionable that he should retain the management of 
life Huvellee estate in direct opposition to the wishes of at 
least one of the proprietors, and the only one of diem of an 
age to be capable of judging rightly how his interests have 
been affected by the injudicious management of the 
Sitrburaknri. 

T. I would propose therefore to allow Mr. Itnfach to re¬ 
tain the management of the Soorjapore estate, which is suf- 

'• ir ™"“ ■' —-->---* 

• See Mr, Collector Gooldsbury’i leitrr of the loth May, 1034, para. 3. 

t Bv the rule* of their nice one covenanted individual is competent 
to perform the duties of Magistrate and Cofleotor ba OfctK about 
SQ-UkUea square, besides those of Drputv Post Ussier, Deputy Ckf4«» 

P KD8 '»ns.. Saperiiit^itiuit of Roads, Builder of 
f Bridge*, DU^rr or T «<rks. substitute for Ijufils oo certain occasions, 
Presidertflpf Courts of Enquiry, Super* i JWof estates under Attach- 
meiugtgdm for tha Coon of Words, Ac. Ac. Ad/ 

_ j ^c.pe H , gr oph It ofths Managers memorial, dated 38th January 


( ® ) 

ficietrtiy large to occupy his irhohs tins® end «tteuti#l* 4 unci 
the proprietors of which, have not olgected to his iDtntn* 
mensthe salary which he receives front the asaelaof that 
property viz,, 500 rupees per month, is not mote than sufir 
iicient remuneration for the time and labour which the proper 
management of the property will demand. 

8. The fluvellee estate being of immense extent, compr!* 
sing no lent than seven Purgunus would require the appoint), 
ment of a person as Manager well acquainted with the 
property and its resources , and in every way qualified 
by his knowledge of' the languages , his acquaintance 
with zumindnry accounts, and tho' last not least, his 
upright conduct for the task , and I must confess that 
1 CUnnot point out ft person better qualifiedfor tile 
office in every respect than either of the Messrs* 
Palmer; they have hitherto been the actual Ma¬ 
nagers of the property, having held the farm of near+ 
ly the whole estate since the first appointment # of a 
Surburakar , they must therefore of necessity be better 
acquainted with its resources than any other person 
could They are both well versed in the lan* 

guages and from the number of farms which they have 
held under their management in this and other districts* 
they must be thoroughly acquainted with the mods 
of, administer ing an estate to the best advantage , 

I may add, that as Car as 1 am able to judge, they appear to 
have been good Managers and kind towards their tenantry,£ 

I would therefore in the event of the Sudder Hoard of Reve¬ 
nue considering it advisable to deprive Mr. imlach of the 
nuniageinent of the Huvellee estate, propose the appoint- 
ment of either Mr. George Palmer or Mr. Charles 
Palmer gs his successor, and I do so with the utmost 
reliance on their integrity and competency for Use task . 

1 must not omit to mention that as neither of these gentlemen 
have applied to me for the situation, I am unable tq state 
whether tfiey would accept of it, bin 1 cannot make ah offer 
of it until the proposition receives the sanction of the an* 
perior Revenue Authorities. 

* Only since 1235, UfootJut! ! ! 

t These circumstances, are rather against the question of remission. 

1 Who committed the ** oppression and exactions 
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' 9. The salary at present drawn by the Surburakar of 
JPurgunus Huvellee, &c. in J00 rupees per month, a large 
sum certanily far the trifling services which have been 
performed by Mr . Jtnlach , but not too much Jor a 
person devoting as muck of his time and labour as 
the proper management of the estate would demand; 
I would not therefore recommend any reduction in 
the amount of the Surburakar s allowance f or the 
management of this estate . The mode of remune¬ 
ration might however he changed to that of a per centage on 
the rent collected, which would create a sti mu lofts to exer¬ 
tion this remurk is also applicable to the Soorjapore estate 
and others similarly situated. _ ( 

10. The Messrs. Palmer hate, as I have already stated^ 
signified their willingness te give uu the farms, and should 
of course be required to pay up whatever balance may be 
justly due by them on that account before cither of them 
could be permitted*!© become the Surbnrakar .* It is obvious, 
that this change in the system of management would' cause 
the least possible confusion, at* the Messrs. Palmer would 
still continue to collect ibe rents as heretofore (with the 
exception of their collecting more immeditWety-.frpm the 
ryuts than they had hitherto done,), whereas, were the* ma¬ 
nagement entrusted to any person, not acquainted with the 
internal arrangement of the Mehals , which appears to be 
the case with Air. Jmlach ) such a measure would occasion 
great confusion among all classes on die estate and an infi¬ 
nity of trouble to the Surburakar. t 

11. 1 do not consider it necessary to detain ihis report 
until I can learn the sentiments of the other lease-holders,, as 
I do not anticipate that any valid objection Will be made 
against the revocation of such leases, arid it is desirable that 

, 1 should receive the instructions, of ttie superior Authorities 
with the least possible delay to enable ftte to carrf the new 
system in to effect from the commencement of the ensuing Ben¬ 
gal year J 1 propose with your sanction to issue a notice to all 
those holding leases under a Surburakar , to inform them 
that they must be prepared to give, op their farms at the ex¬ 
piration of this year, and before that titae i hope to be fa- 

* ■- •.-.i. t -- 

* Why was Mr. Pe rry permitted to become the §urhsrmkMr without 
thin preliminary measure being enforcedt 
t Vary coiwideraie! 
i Why has it not bocadons? 
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vwod with-instructions regarding the meisuraitp be adopted 
in future. It you agree with me regarding the arrangements 
now proposed, they can be entered upon at once as a tempo* 
rary uieasiye, until wp can .procure the sentiments of tW 
Su(Icier Board on the. subject, and this would prevent the ip* 
convenience ;to be apprehended from delay in receiving * 
reply' from the Board. . ' 

12. With regard to the third estate, now under Mr. lift. 
)}ich’s*mafiugeuieiit, th“re .will be no difficulty »n selecting a 
person properly qualified for the office of Manager as tlta 
property is small. 

Poorneea, 1 I have, &c. 

Collector’s Office, l (Sd.) F. GOULDSBURY, 

ljhe 26th March,. 183!. j CoOeetor, 

(True Copy.) 

* (Sd.) C. W. STEER, 

Offg. Comr. of Re m . 


To the Acting Secretary to the Suodee Board of 

. ; Re.venue, 

Sir, . Forf William, 

Mr. Gouldshury having favored me with his sentiments 
on the subject of you* lettef of the 21st February last, 
I forward it fir the consideration of the Sudder Board, at 
the same time communicating in y own, on tiie several pqints 
noticed by the Board. . 

..2: Mr Gouldshury in his 2nd paragraph attributes the 
/treat distress it aw prevailing among the .agricultural 
classes of these estates chiefly .to the pernicious effects of 
life system hitherto,adopted by the Surburakar of letting 
them out in farm to the highest bidders, 

3. Mr. Gouldshury in recommending the application of 

the farmers Messrs. Palmer stated ‘his opinion, that they 
were entitled to a remission of. rent in consequence of the 
general failure of crops for these.past two seasons^ and 
the consequent impoverishment of Iht rtfUts, and the same 
reason lie adduced fur the increase of crime in liis district in, 
bis late reports as Magistrate. , „ . 

4. So that the distress ah present idid to. exist among 
the cultivating classes in ,Poomcca, is not altogether to 
be attributed to the ill-effects of the farming plans*, 

—.. . . .I — ■ . ■■■ y . . . . 

* We have yet to leant how the svsteta of letting estate* oat in Me 
ie attended with a general failure of crops. 
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6. It is k cudora'thatthe landholders are>. generally com¬ 
pelled to resort to, to meet the unvarying, inexorable demands 
of the state. The Government demand sticks to the estate 
Under all circumstances at calamity of,season, accident, and 
losses of every kind* No matter what pauses hare arisen to 
prevent the Owner of. the soil realizingdiig rents from die 
under-tenantry and cultivators; hia payment to the state, 
must bo made, else the estate goes to the hammer, and out 
of his possession. • 

6. h is to secure himself from such a risk and responsibi¬ 

lity, and to enable him to meet the monthly demands of the 
state with the rigid punctuality required, that the owner lets 
the lands out in farm under sufficient security for the due 
payments of the rents. , _ ( 

7. It is this farming system that, prevents the large un--, 

wield}, unmanageable estates of Poorneea from falling into 
arrears of Government Revenue. There are same estates in 
tikis district, which pay a 8 udder jumma of 3 , 2, end 1 lace' 
of rupees, and the balances, $t the close of the year, ure ve¬ 
ry trifling and easily realized’. «* . , 

8. The Surburnkar has but followed what has been 
the custom of the owners of the foil themselves, and such as 
he considered secured them piost effectually from eventual 
losses. 

9. ’ No doubt where the system of sub-letting is very pre¬ 

valent and induces too .strong a competition, it is bad, its 
exposing th$ under-tenantry to rack-rent and the cultiva* 
tom to grievous eJfactioqs; bn (.from what I have learnt, 1 do\ 
not believe it has as yet been carried to that excess its these 
estates though it may in others; and* l judge this fVotnf 
the fact.that the rents are easily collected and tlie Govern-* 
pent Revenue punctually .discharged. \ 

10. The Board is of opinion that a Surhurakar should 

administer the estate entrusted fo his management in the 
same manner as it would .be done by “ an active and intel¬ 
ligent proprietor/* 1 would ask, where is a proprietor of this 
description to be found ? Is not the leasing system almost ge¬ 
neral over the lowex and these Provinces ? and 1 have stated 
why,a proprietor in the sense, tbfe Board means, is seldom to 
bafound. ■ 

11. The Board remarks u It ii manifest that every 
pieman interposed between' the Manager the first 
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retttupnLyer 'must live upon the income f>mr>erfy belong 
in gw to'the 'Znmihdar • I admit^Ur*, but wlmt difference 
dues it make as afjppting the mierest of the neiua! c\iitinu 
tors, the persons whose interests- tire most to be conahfered 
as on their, condition the value of an estate depends, for if 
every pare of tins income id derived by, and goes into the coffers 
of, the proprietor, the lower classes are not benefited by tin* 
change of management, by paying the full cfcssgs toonfe party 
instead oTto another, 

19/ Next, the* Board observes as, to the {< self-indulgent 
and injudicious administration” on the part of Surburakctr, 

I shall here remark that in the present s*ate of out^ Revenue 
administration where the laws are so notoriously ineffective* 
to secure to the Government, contractors the oertain and 
Wpeedy. realization of their rents, whereb y they are alone capa¬ 
ble of satisfying the Government demand; the system pursued 
by them may irt its true sense be considciod *< self-indulgent,” 
fiir it is the only plan by winch they lean secure their own 
mteresti from jeopardy, and is u jmlicious” us absolving them 
from *the grievous liabilities /»r failure of satisfying the' Go¬ 
vernment demand, inevitably impoies. 

13. In respect to the passage ( * who tipist inevitably'be 
exposed to the.most grievous extortion by the system of sub¬ 
letting &c. #e.,”) l can f ority obherve that the SurOurakar , 
tvhouM inquire into thos£ rnhtters if existing, and endeavour 
by his own authority to redress them, if muble to do so, a * 
representation to the Collector doubtless would effect it, at arty 
Jute, by bringing them to ndiice, projier measures would be ' 
taken either by the Revenlie Authorities or through the channel 
oflihe Civil Court to protect the ryul* from oppression. * 

114. Referring to the 4th paragraph * t am of opinion Mr. 
Imlach may be retained as Surburakaf oyer the largest 
"estate, and others appointed over the remaining. 

15. The Collector to report how many would be neces¬ 
sary in respect to the extent of each estate, its gross assets, 
and Sadder jutmpa, 

16. Probably no separate fhtrbttraknr would be neces¬ 
sary, as d}ouli the present farming leases of Messrs. PaW 

• By the last Quarterly Report qf Ibis District, th*»rc were ftp* 
wards of 1,700 summary anita pending before (he Collectors, no dqnbt, 

*o equal nniqber or greater ware held book by the bmpsir of bhWf 
them bteaght eveutq a head eg. 
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infer be canceled on the expiration of tire* present era *1841, 
the Dur«maostvjer* ofJfbi may be maintained which I 
strongly advocate / ana the A/oostaie^f f might pay their 
rents utrect into the Collector** treasury giving security lor 
the due fulfilment of their engagements. 

*7. To induce them to retain their farms, some small re-, 
mission of rent mont be granted to each, aqd, if what is Slated of 
the rirstresses of the* cultivating clas«es is true, the necessity of 
this is apparent, both as regards the interests of (lie proprietors, 
and as tending to the success of the measure* 

18. Mr. ftntach should be leteined as general superin¬ 

tendent, o( Supervisor, to see that no under-tenant or, ryut, 
is ra<?k-rented or hanassed, and that the proprietors get their 
full value from their estates. . . 

19. ' As to that part of the 4th paragraph, where it js ob-*, 
sewed that no difficulty could be /bund in collecting the 
rents* from those who grow the corps, u / feel confident to 
do this , would involve so large and expensive an establish - 
tnenty and place the assets in sue ha pr.ecarioits uncertain 
state , that t cannot venture "to recommend it, the expenses 
would more than counter balance the ranis ,* likely lobe 
acquired by the experiment , and if / Miscalculate not , 
Would absorb all or nearly all the surplus profits now rea¬ 
liased to the landholders by the present JarmiUg leases. t* 

SO. To compate a large xumbtdary in this country with 
fen extensive manor in England is quite out |>f the question. 
The tenures are different of all the classes of holders, and the 
power of a landlord in the one it at feast ten times greatei^ 
than the other. . ' / 

21. * t have thought it in the present stage of the proceed}/ 
ings best to submit at once Mr/ Gouldbury’s.lettei and mi 
own without making any further reference to.that gentlemai^ 
on the subject, that the Board may decide to which opinion 
they feel inclined to give their support. * 

22. I disagree entirely with air. GouTdsbury in the pro¬ 
priety of entrusting the Messrs. Palmer with die management 
of any part of the property «s Surburakar , and would the 
rather retain their leases to the expiration of. them on grant¬ 
ing them the remissioh of rent they have asked for, the under 
tenantry and ayuts being secured in proportionate reductions 
in their payments. 


* TW has been uloptnl, 
t See the preamble to Keg. VI* of 1911* 
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* t 

S3.* *Birt as .1 have before stated, the most eligible pimt i 

i* *ffiy opifdbn is to retain the Dt&fn ooslajcrn* *, leaseeoUM 
remission to Urn bottlers of them, unit the under-tenants, midT 
they paying their rents direct to the Collector's treasury, ttye 
services of air. Iinlayti being retained as general supperin* 
tendent. * * . 

24. THe losses, the Messrs. Palmer are said to have 
sustained, can by no means be attributed to Mr. Imitch, they 
only shew that the tanners miscalculated their eventual gains 
and by too eiigcr a. competition made an improvident bar¬ 
gain. The charges preferred by Raja Bijue Govind 
Singh at the instigation of these farmers against 
Mr. hnlach, have been dismissed, as entirely destl - 
late of proof, and this is, ip my opinion one out of 
*many other reasons, why the Messrs. Palmers should 
not he entrusted with the management of any part 
' of the estate. 

25^ For the reasons stated in the 11th paragraph of 
Mr. Gotilddiury'e letter, I request to be favored with the 
Board's orders as-early as practicable* 

26. I forward for the Board's observation copies of the 
correspondence that has passed between Mr. Gouldsbury and 
myself on the' # subject of tile's; estates, and shall await the 
Board's instructions, before I make any further cotntnuiti- 
catmns to that gentleman. 

. Comm issioner's office, I urn, Sir, 

12th Division, Monghyr, Your obedient servant, 

Ire 1st April, 1834. ' (Sd.) C/ W. \STEEU, 

Ojfy. Cornmr. of Revenue. 

: 

To the Officiating Com mission eh of Revenue. 

I2f A Division , of Witiugufpore. 

f am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, 
dated.the .1st April, forwarding a copy of Correspondence 
with the Collecter of Poorneea on the subject of the farm 
of the ff uvellee i'oorneea estate which the Messrs. Palmer 
hold form. Mr. imlach the Surburjskar of this zinnia dory. 

2. The Sudder Board have before communicated (heir 
view of. the peraiciousness of creating so many interests 
between the ryuts and the landlord as appear to subsist 



* They have beeu ntiwed. 
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under the lystem oif .Surburnkar munugeltieilt, obtaining in 
the Poomeea District,* IM they have nothing tti g<id to tito 
definition of the duties of this office contained in tji£ir offici¬ 
ating Secretary'.* letter of the 21st of February last, except 
to observe thut it is no justification of Mr. ImlacVs contract 
With. the ‘Messrs. Palmer to refer to the customs of the 
*i mtndarS) they may let their estate if they like that mode ol 
collecting their Revenue ; but Mr. Imlach as stipendiary- 
Surburalcnr , standing in the relation of a public servant, 
and supposed therefore to be in possession of the necessary 
qualifications for the employment lie hits undertaken, cannot 
with any more propriety farm out his trust to another than 
the Commissioner or the Cfoliector can depute theirTespective 
official duties to any irresponsible agent who might consent' 
to perform thetn.f 

3. The Board notice with satisfaction, that the local 
authorities are aware of the serious evil of sub-letting carried 
to the extent which prevail*'in Poomeea ; vet you ask in 
the 11th paragraph of yotir letter “ what difference does it 
make, as affecting the interests of the uctual cultivators ; the 
persons whose interests are most to -be considered, as on their 
condition the value of an estate depends, for if every part of 
this income is derived by, and goes into .the coffers of, the 
proprietor, the lower classes are tiot benefited by the change 
of management by paying the full cesses to one party instead 
of to another ”) 

4. Admitting that the rt/uls have.no specific share .jp 
what'is saved by a zumi**thir s economical and providestN 
administration of his estate, and that felieir quo^a of the pro* 
duce of the agricultural labour reinains the. same whethetf 
the landlord's portion is collected directly by himself, by ft 
steward, or by farmers and sub-delegations of'farmers, it 

be obvious that the more the intermediate agencies are multi¬ 
plied, each exacting from his next inferior, the most lie can 
induce him to pay, the more distressing ,wiH be the condition 

■..■■■i.ip .. ^ —.. .. . . *" t 1 j . . 

• The ayatein generally obtains throughout the Bengal Presidency 
•ndb rnii admued by the ,Board In their own, management of estates 
belonging to mi HOI*. See the Board’* sanction of the contract with, 
these very Mewov Palmer for the farm of Tajporoestate, lit the District, 
of Poorneea, d<iird 19th Maroh, lt(S3. 

+ 8ee Jtejr. Pi. of 1822, The Suddcr Board of Revenue and Mr. 
Collector UonUtabury seem to have forgotten the estate* of Soorjapofe 
Badoor, Tajpoi e f and Sow#a Hunbhag»3n whirb four eatatea the pernici¬ 
ous a,item is «tiii m full operation • and the Managua of Sooij*p«re 
(Mr. B. R. Ptrrn,) Baduor and Sowaa Buubhag are a^pendiaries alwa. 
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of the last, who are the real industrious c!as«, when ft mi*-* 
fortune of season arises, (hen thfe cultivator fails in hie 
accustomed crop.' He cannot satisfy the Dnr-mooslajers 
i mined in tel y above him in the scale of extortioners, the Our * 
moastnjrr is pressed by the At arista jer, the Moostnjer by the,' 
contractor or Mootahii f, the Xfootakid by <he Zumindar ; 
and the latter, who ought to be the administrator of 
relief hy his temporary moderation or bv granting advance* 
to replace cattle »r pu. cImsc seed, finds that he has no surplus 
of former seasons wherewith he can even support the Govern¬ 
ment tax and his own expenditure, while he almtes his rents, and 
that what would have been the surplus of good seasons under a 
more frugal system has been consumed in the wasting journey 
that the landlord's share of the produce has had to sustain 
through the hands of the many parties ubove enumerated. If 
a second failure of cultivation follow before the r'yuts have 
recovered I rout the first calamity, such for instance as it is 
suit! lias actually occurred in l'ooruccn in 1239 and 11240, it 
is not surprising to hear of extensive depanpiratinu, and the 
emigration of families from their jotes and villages to the 
Aforung or any whore to escape from the desperation of these 
circumstance-. A succession of bail harvests “will bring an 
estate, so managed, quicker to public sale than any process 
can be readily devised.* 

5. The Board concur in the arrangement proposed' by 
Mr. (fouldsbury with the exception of appointing either of 
tfienJU-mxs. Palmer to the office of Surburakar of //«• 
V/Uee Poorneea. Both Mr. Jmlach and the above indivi - 
\nals should be removed as quickly as passible from all 
(iminection with this estate. It is far too extensive a con¬ 
cern for the former to superintend with advantage to the 
proprietors, and the Board desird that he may be restricted 
to the -charge of Soorjapore which is sufficient to engage the 
whole of his attention and yields him a salary of 500 as. per 
mensem. A competent person must be immediately selected 
by the Collector for his successor, f The best way of 
disposing of the lease to the Messrs . Palmer , will be 

• Have the Board submitted to Government the absolute necessity 
of forthwith cancelling Reg. VI. of 1S22. which legalized farm* previ¬ 
ously grained j and authorized the farming out of estufes belonging la . 
minors, on the representations of the Reveone authorities f 

t Six Maoagen were appointed as his successors. 
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to cancel it from the end of the year 1240 , and to make 
them whatever remission shall appear to be unavoid¬ 
able as a measure of justice to them, and not obnoxi¬ 
ous to any vatyd objection on the part of theproprietors. 
The collections in future must be provided for either by 
direct payment into the Collector’s treasury from the occu¬ 
pant Dur-moostajert , if it shall seem advisable to letatn them 
on the jumma-bundee , or by such other arrangement as the 
new Surburnkar may adopt with the sanction of the Col¬ 
lector. As you and that officer are agreed tliut some i emis¬ 
sion of rent must be made, the Board rely on your making 
your relaxation of the Zumindar's demand in such wav that 
it shall assuredly give to the ryuts his just propoition of that 
remission for as above indicated, he is the pin ty most desei v- 
ing of indulgence and whom it most concerns the permanent* 
interests of the Proprietor and the benefit of the estate which 
should be inseparable to nourish and protect. 

Fort William, } 1 have. &c. 

Sudder Board of Revenue, > (Sd.) G. A. BUbHBY, 

__ — a * l ' 


The 15th April, 1884. 

(True 

Sudder Revenue Boaid, 
Fort William. 


Copies) 




(Sd.) W. PETERS, 

Un.Atutiant Secretary. 


To F. Gouldsbury, Eso. ' *** 

gl R> Collector of Poorneea. 

With reference to instructions received from the Sudd 
Board on the subject, you will be pleased to ptoceed to 
dopt measures to relieve Mr. Imlach of the charge of Sur- 
burakar of the lluvellee estate, retaining bts service as Man. 
ager only of the estate named Sootjapore on a monthly salary 
of500 rupees. 

2. It i$ not considered expedient to appoint either of the 
Hfcssis. Palmer to the office of Svrburakar of any part of 
those estates. On ttm ftlttuuiishfgent of th$ir leases, the appli¬ 
cation of these gentMrien for a remission* of a part of tnetr 
farming rents will meet with the consideration that in justice 
is due to them, the proprietors of the estate, and those whose 
interests Uw reduction is intended most immediately to affect 
and advantage, via $ the actual cultivators of the soil. 
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3. You will proceed to make such hrrangemedt ttiit 
collections from these estates may be made by direct p&f*' 
ment into the collector's treasury either from the occupant 
JTttr-mooslajers , if it shall seem advisable to retain them* of 
by such other ai rangements as will ensure relief to the ryutt 
from the exactions, the system of sub-letting has subjected 
them to, as well as increase the profits of the Zumindara . 

4. In those estates the farming leases of which have ex- < 
pired, you will ofcouisc immediately collect the tents hhtist t 
ami appoint a Manager or Tuseeldar with responsible secu¬ 
rity for the purpose. It may not be advisable to cancel those 
leases whose petiod have yet to tun during the current year; 
but in the mean time you will prepare your phut to be ready 
to take chaige of the whole of the estates from the commence¬ 
ment of the ensuing year by collecting from and receiving the 
rents of the cultivators direct into your treasury, or os may be 
found mo>t expedient and advisable by retaining die leases of 
the Dur-wooatajerS) should their demands on the ryuts be 
found not to be exorbitant or on an average not exceeding the 
established or customary rates of the country. 

I am, &c. 

Poomeea, > (Sd.) C. W. STEER, 

30th April, 1834. > Offy. Commr » 


To C. W. Steer, Es«. 

Officiating Commissioner of Revenue , 
l 12th Division , Monghyr . 

»4H, 

tf laving completed the arrangements for the future manage¬ 
ment of the state of Huvellee Poortteea, &c. I have the honour 
to submit herewith for your information copy of my Persian 
proceedings, containing the instructions which have been is¬ 
sued for the conduct of the several Surburakars who have 
under the sanction conveyed in your letter, under date the Sd 
instant, been appointed for each Purguntt , 

“ id results to tie 
connected with 
it , from the opportunity of Separate Managers t& 
each Purgunu , these Officers not having a larger 
tract of country under their management than they 
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i can properly superintend , will he enabled to visit 
every* pari of their Purgunus to enquire into the 
causes of the distress which has been so prevalent 
among the‘agricultural classes , and to apply life* 
proper remedies ; and the e.vpeaces of management 
under Jib is system, will fall considerably short of what it was 
under Mr. Itnlach’s administration. 

3. As considerable apprehensions may be enter¬ 
tained that in the event of recourse being at once 
had to a general system of khass collections through¬ 
out the Purgunus lately held in J aim by the Messrs. 
P aimer, there would be a serious 'Jailing off in the 
collections , J have deemed under atl the circumstan¬ 
ces the most advisable plan to retain {f or some time 
at least) the grade of tenantry who colhct from , and 
are immediately connected with , the ryuts , as the lat¬ 
ter are almost envoi iably indebted to them for ad¬ 
vances > ( r Juccavee) tyc. and their interests are so 
interwoven with each other that it be likely to cause 
serious cot fusion if this class oj tenantry were at 
once anvihilited.f 

4. Tlte chief cause of tha great distress among the ryuts , 
being the exorbitant! amount of rent which lias been ex¬ 
acted from them, I have directed the Surhuraka rs t^vi sit 
every village on the estates, and to ascertain and report 
wherever the amount payable by any ryuts or Aloostujer maV 
appear excessive or unreasonable, in ol der that such a reduc¬ 
tion may be made as may enable him to carry on his farm, hr 
cultivate his spot of ground with the hope of acquiring 
enough to subsist himself and family from the profit or pro- - 
duce after paying his rent, and I have directed that in the 
event of its appearing that any Moostajer exacts more from 
the ryuts titan the established rates of the Furgunu, or is 

* The actual a^ 

t Compare and reconcilei 

tor Gooldebury’a letter of the 26th March, 1034, A late diacovery. 

J Here the failure of crope for two succeeding yeure ie loet eight of, 
at alao tlte regulation* enacted for protecting the tyttis (eolitvaioie) 
from exorbitant rent being levied from them. Were justice dealt out io 
tlte »y«ft within a reasonable period, and at a moderate expense, coaid 
extortion continue long 1 
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guilty of oppression towards his tenantry, his farm will ho 
taken from him, and that where no rales exist, a fair and rea¬ 
sonable rate should he fixed upon, with reference to the cus-” 
tom prevailing in the neighbourhood accoidmg to which the 
rents are to be paid hv the ryuts. Pattahs are to be grant¬ 
ed and cnboolceuts taken in every instance. 

5. The tenantry otrthe estate have become so impoverish¬ 
ed from the effects of the exactions winch they have been sub¬ 
jected to by the sub-letting system, that it will be some tune* 
before nutters can be restored to a healthy footing and the 
profits of the JSamindars cannot be expected to beencreaved 
during the present year, but the benefit which the estate will 
ultimately derive, will more limn compensate fur any present 
deficiency. 

Voorneen, Collector’s Office, f ’ I have, &c. 

TIiv 10th May, 1833. $ (Sd.) F. CJOULPSIWKY, 

Collector . 


To C. W. SrtCER, Esq. 

Officiating Commissioner of' Revenue ^ 

Y2th Division , Mongkyr. 

Sin, 

Th" C'tite of ffuvellec Poornrra^ Sic. having in a great mea¬ 
sure recovered from the confusion occasioned by the revoca¬ 
tion of die leases granted by the late Swhural.tr to the 
Mc-Hi'i. Calmer and other*, and matters having been esta¬ 
blish'd on a more healthy footing, I would propose with your 
sanction to entrust the whole management of die estate to 
one Sw httrnkar instead of retaining the separate manage¬ 
ment for cacli Pargunu alluded to in my letter under date 
the 10th May hist. 

In rxk instances the class of Durmoos Infers eolle-'iing im¬ 
mediately from die ryuts , have been permitted to retain their 
farms until the expiration of their leases, and in those places 
which have become ft has:s from the Durmoostajer's leases 
having expired, or from other causes the rents are cither 
collected from the ryuts direct, or small fauns have been 
granted <»t moderate jumma to fresh Moustajers on condition 
of their receiving their rents directly f froth the cultivators and 
*hot sub-letting their farms to others, die retention of u separate 
Manager for each Purgunu is therefore no longer neces¬ 
sary, as litt le remains to be done besides collecting the rents 

* Iij four oioutiisMr. Collector Goatdsbvry restored I be watts to a 
healthy fooling. « 
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V 

for which ditty, and for attending tv the general interest r 
of the estate, one Snrburakar will suffice. 

3. At present most of the duties which properly belong to 
the Surburakar devolve upon me, and my time is so fully 
occupied with my other numerous uvocutions that I am on- 
able to pay sufficient attention to those matters without neg¬ 
lecting others of greater importance, on this account there¬ 
fore it is advisable that the management of the estate should 
he entrusted to a competent person who could devote the 
whole of his time and attention thereto. 

4. Mr. B. It. Perry, the present Manager of Purgunu 
Huvollee, has by the very creditable manner in which he lias 
conducted the affairs of that portion of the properly, proved 
himself to be fully competent to undertake the administra¬ 
tion of the whole estate,* and as he ho9 evinced so much zeal 
and diligence hitherto in the discharge of his duties and is 
thoroughly acquainted with them, I propose to select him as 
Surburahar. 

5. With regard to the salary, I am of opinion that the a- 
mount of it should be regu’ated with reference not only to 
die nature of the duties required to be performed, but al»o to 
the responsibility of the situation, and as the rental of the 
estates exceeds five lacks of rupees, I should think 500 rupees 
per mensem would be an adequate remuneration. The lute 
Surburahar Mr, A. Iiniacht received 700 rupees per month 
altho* the office'was then almost a sinecure, and lie was in 
the receipt of 600 rupees additional for the managoment-of 
other estates. 

I have, &c. 

Paomeea,Collector’s Office,1 (Sd.) F. (iOULDSBURY, 
The 2£d Sept. 1834. j Collector. 

To F. G'Hu.dbeury, Esq. 

Collector of Poorneca. 

Sil, 

In acknowledging your letter of the 2£d instant, t think 
It only necessary to muu» that thevuggestion you make of revert- 
ing to the system t liaMnrmerly prevailed in the management 

* All ye inhabitants of Poorneea, read aod team f 

f Mr. CoHertor Gould* l>ury seem* toaetea every opportunity to dm 
play hi# Immieef feetiftga towards Mr. A. loalat h. Thu individual ia 
acting under the seered obligation of «u oath too. 



( $9 ) 

of the Huvellee estates l» directs at vmmuci with 
pje on wlneh the Sud let* Board of Revenue directed 
teradon, and as such, even if t felt inclined to do so, which M 5 
Cot the case, 1 would not take on tnyselt to recommend. 

2. Should you find any difficulty in giving these etftatftfg 
your peisonal supervision, the officiating Deputy Collects 
can doubtless aid you in the duty, and should the other dtt*» 
ties of your united offices sufficiently employ you both so atf 
to pi event your affording uny time to a proper attention to lit# 
affairs of them, on your shewing the expediency and urgency 
of the measure, I will anting? for your being supplied with 
the services of another expeuenced assistant. 

Commissioner's Office, ' I am See* 

I2tli Division, Mongtiyr. ■ (8d.) C. W. STEER, 

Tlie 25ih September, Jfe3i. Offy, Commr. of Revenue* 

(True Copy) 

(Sd.) C. W. STEER, 

Ojg. Commr. of Revenue, 


To. C. W. Steer, Esq. 

Officiating Commissioner of Revenue , 12th Division , 

Alonyht/r, 

Sir, 

In reply to your letter, No. 16441, dated the 25th Instant, 
I beg to submit that you seem to have misunderstood the 
nature of the proposition contained in my letter of the 22d 
instant, which is merely to substitute one Surburnkar for 
the jnanngenient of the whole estate instead of the separate 
Surburakurs now entertained for each »Purgunu , a measure 
which, as far as I am enabled to judge of the sentiments of the 
Sudder Board from the correspondence which has passed on 
the subject, does not appear to me in the Irast degree re* 
pugnant to their wishes. 

§. Tlie employment of a separate Manager for each 
Purguntt of the Ilttvellee estate, was a measure which 
originated with myself and the adoption of which (as a 
temporary arrangement,) I considered necessary tinder (he 
peculiar circumstances in which the property was placed 
in consequence of the Sudder Board having directed the 
abrogation of the leaaes granted by the late Surburakar, and 
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the adoption of anew eystem of management which naturally 
caused a good deal of confusion and perplexity at first. 

3. The estate has now been in a great measure extricated 
from this confusion, and affairs established on a more secure 
and healthy footing for the future, and consequently I con¬ 
sider it’no longer necessary to retain the separate Surhura- 
kan for each Purgunu (of which there are five receiving 
an aggregate salary of nearly 600 per mensem,) an 1 I ac¬ 
cordingly proposed to abolish them and to retain in heu of 
them one Manager for the whole estate on a salaiy of .>00 
rupees per month, a measure to which the Sudder Hoard 
Slave never to my knowledge objected, and which is in strict 
accordance with the regulations on the subject, the provisions 
of which nevei contemplated the personal supcrt is ion of the 
Collector of the affairs of the estates under attachment by 
order of the Courts of Justice* 

4. What the Sudilcr Hoard of Revenue chiefly objected 
10 was vesting the management of thee distinct estates 
(two of them very valuable and extensive) in one individual, 
jOS was the case with Mr. Imlitch and the fanning out of the 
property to others by the Hnthurakar instead of administer¬ 
ing himself, and on this principle they directed that in futuie 
not more than one large estate should be entitled to the 
management of one individual, and ill it the farming system 
should as far as practicable, be abolished.* These institu¬ 
tions hare been stiictly attended to, as far as circumstances 
Would admit of it. Mr. fmlach has been deprived of-the ma¬ 
nagement of two of the three estates held under his adminis¬ 
tration. and allowed to retAin that of Soorjapore. A sepa¬ 
rate Manager has been appointed for the estate of Sqw-a 
Bunbhag, and the arrangements above alluded to, have 
been adopted fur that of Hnveliee Poorneea, &c. the most va¬ 
luable and extensive of the three formerly administered by 
Mr. Imlacht 

5. May I beg the favor of your submitting a copy of 

this letter and of my former one of the 22d instant for the 
consideration and orders of the Sudder Board, if you still 
trisect to sanction the arrangement now proposed. 
'PoomeettjCollecior’s Office ,} 1 have, &c. 

Tim 29th September, 1834. \ <Sd.) JF. GOULDS BURY, 

» ._ Collector . 

* The r«rmwg system is titll in operation, but (lie removal of the 
. Manager hat been effected, ahieh was the mam object. 



To- p/ W. 8 tb*b, fiMk _ < . a * 

Officiating Commusioner of Meeengey Xtih DitiHoW 
SlH) . ’ , * 

Adverting to the Si paragraph of your pMwm 
letter, dated the 23d October hut, and the 5th and W 
ragraphs of the Stutelar Board of Revenue’s letter, dated 
21th September last, I beg to submit herewith for yoUf 
formation the proceedings held by rue relative |o the w 
sign of rent claimed by Messrs. C, and G. Palmer, far 
of certain Purgunus oirthe estate of Mavellee Purneea,) 
tier the management ot the Collector. 

2. From the enquiries which t have instituted, it appear! 
tint agi (cultural distress prevailed to a great extent through* 
gut the estate during the period alluded to, and that in con# 
sequence theieof, the farmer* were unable to realize the filu 
arpount of rentd tie to them from their Dur-moostajen and 
other tenantry. The causes which led to this distress, are 
fully detailed in tkeV'ld paragraph of the late Acting Cob? 
lector N fetter to uour predecessor , dated the ^\Qth Au « 
gu*t, 1833. 

3. F O'li tie*/ umma-wassil-bankee accounts,produced bf 

the Mews. Palmer, it appears that the.total jttmma payable 
by them is.,.. Sa. Rs. 3,70,328 15 10 0 

To meet which they have collec¬ 
ted only. „ 3,59,300 0 4 SI 

Leaving d<dici^t.. „ 11,038 15 5 2 

To which may be added the 
coats of collection ............ „ 15,000 0 0 0 


t Making a total loss of. „ 20,028 15 5 2 

if they are held to the letter of their bargain. 

It appears that the Mooslqjers and other tenants, are un« 
able to pay the balance due by them, and that if coercive 
measures are adopted, it would cause irretrievable distftesa* 
among them, and induce many of them to abandon their 
houses. 

As it is very clear that Messrs, Palmer hare agreed to pjtf 
more for the fat ins than they can fairly yield,f mat to haul • 

r . . . - . . . ■' i — '.. .. .« ' mu ' i m i-p-; 

♦ Have you not ri*ro decrees for those balances, attached and astd) 4 

f Mr. Collector Oou tUborv, ui his letter of the 2&Ut Match, 
informed the Comnuasioaer that the * jforri PdmrkmhAd m/km* 
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them to the letter of iM*’ engagement* would be highly in- 
jtnfous to the general prosperity <»f the estate. I hme deemed 
it proper with reference to the 6th paragraph of the Sudder 
Board’s letter above quoted, to comply with their request so 
far as to grant them a remission* of I anna iu the rupee 
for the year 1340*und permission to pay the remaining $ 
anna (of the 11 atma claimed by them) by instalment* «»n 
condition of their making a siimUr remission to their under¬ 
tenant rv, and I beg to b* favored with your instrutturns with 
regard to the retuis*ion claimed by the farmers for the remain¬ 
ing term of their lease. 

*1 have, &c. 

Foorneea, Collector’s Office, } (Sd.) F. GOl'LDSBURY, 
The 20th Febi nary, f * Collector. 


(No. 29) 

To Tub Officiating Com mission t:rt of Buaugui.pore, 
Sib, 

The Sudder Board of Revenue having had before 
them your lettei, No. 375. dated the 1st in*i»nr, I uni direct¬ 
ed to communicate the*following observations, and aiders. 

S. The ilourd remark, that the report* furnished an this 
occasion are not sufficiently explicit to enable them to 
decide on the propi tety, or otherwise* of grunting the 
remission to the farmers of theSslotemiiueelee Poor- 
need, SfC. to ttkirh the Collector'^' upjRant to have al¬ 
ready assented. But upon this proceeding of the Collector, 
it is necessary that you should pass orders in the first instance; 
and tire interference of the Sudder Board will only he exer¬ 
cised indue course, in the event of any of the partite concern¬ 
ed appealing against those orders. 


•f msmrtf tks wkolt tstoie iinm tks first mppointwstmt of m Sprionrakar^ 
(MVtnteeii years fig*;) "Mey snot dmofore ofm«ru*\Ufis ksusr me- 
ftutimimt trhk iit restorers iturn any athsr ptrsmm oomht bt." 

• On the 18 th or IfNki uitriltgvnco was iwturd from Monghyr that 
the charge* preferred by Bijue Qoiind&aiti agmiut the Manager were 
diwni aied, a* aalirely deeiitote of proof; aad that the Manager waare- 
■W e ed to kb tltaineo t and «a the tosh February, Mr. Cutlaoior Gidd*- 
bo*y greeted this r—aimn. 
t Ofpoomaa. 


f 
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3. Tlie Sttdder Board have by tny latter of thefiht 
declared their opinion of the very MhinUS objections 
em«t to the present system of managing these estates, hud 
requested your sentiments and tlune of the Collector an to 
the practicability of lore-rlosihg theJease of Messrs. C. and 
G. l*.ilmet in a m nu».»r w dch ah dt involve no real injustice 
towards those individuids or any of the subordinate tenant#; 
which object seems the more easily attainable, and the men. 
ante the more desirable, in as much ae the lessees are stated 
m the icpoi is jiow wider notice, to be unable to continue 
their engagements unless under the relief of a permanent 
remivuon it# a wiy considerable extent. You are requested 
to expidite as much m| possible the tt ansmisston of tlie re* 
pch t above i eferi ed to. 

' Fort William, ) I have, Sic. 

Sodder Boaid oi Kevenuc, > (8d.) E. D. MINGLES, 

The 21 st Match, 1834. ) Aeitng Sttritsrp. 


To F. Gouiosbitky, E«a. 

Sir, Cot lector of Poorneea. 

Previous to passing any ordet on your letter in favour of 
tin* request of lemisMnii of Itevenue for Messrs. Palmer, I 
request to lie funnelled saitli a correct and authenticated 
moth gs 1 1 J nmmnbundre of the several mehaft, composing the 
Huvelee estate which they held in farm, with the Junma-was- 
si l-banker of the last year of thmr manage men t, and if 
thev resigned wttluii the year, the amount collected and 
paid in by them, with that collected by you, and if any, a 
statement of the outstanding balances of the year, with the 
arrangement made by you foe die reahaitton of the same. 

Commissioners’s Office,) , I am, &c. 

J2tl» Division, Monghyr,?- (Sd.) C, W, STEER* 


Tlie 8th September, 1834. % 

(True 

Ojfig. Comr. of 


W W 

Off). Comr. of Revenue. 
Copy) 

(Sd.) C. W. STEEIt, 
Rowe. 1 tih Dtv. Monger. 


To C. W. Stbbb, Esq. 

Officiating Comutr. of Revenue, 1 2th Division, Monghyr. 
SlB, 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of yottf 
letter} dated the 9th uwta»it f No. 1534} requesting to be fut* 
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> fltihed with a Moptnil Jumma-lnndceot thVsevefal Me¬ 
tals held is farm by the Meiwra. 1‘almer, together with a 
jumma-wsiU-bankee for the last years of their management,. 
&c; 

l 0 * 

2 . Ip reply I beg 10 state, that I am unable at present to' 
furnish a correct Mofus&il Jumma-bundte for the years 
|240 and 41, Moolkee , during which the Messrs. Palmer 
field these farms in consequence ofthe Hus taboo d papers pre¬ 
pared by the Putwaries tor those years, not being forth-com¬ 
ing among the records received from the lat &\Surlurak<tr,* 
and were I now to call for them it would take some months 
before they could be got ready and their correctness ast er, 
tained, these papers besides would be of little or no use in 
enabling you to form a correct judgment regarding the Mo - 
tuhid's claim for remission^ as nearly the whole of the Me - 
halt held by them in farm from’the Surburakar were under¬ 
let to others, and thus two or three distinct grades of farmers 
were created between the Mulahids and the actual cultiva¬ 
tors of the Boil. The Jummu-bundee papers would merely 
•hew the amount payable by the ryuts to the |rade of Dur - 
l noostajers who received their rents directly from them, and 
mol the amount payable to the Molahids by those who held 
their leases immediately from them, which is all that is re- 


* Every person acquainted with Zumindurte aflfcirs is aware, tlmt ( 
the Husttbaod papers can only b* prepared at the end of the year to 
Which they refer. In the Huvellee Poorness estate, the cullcctioiw for 
’the new year commence (is Srabnne) the end of July or beginning ot* 
Aogtiat. Shortly after the Manager had called for the accounts of 1240. 
JAmIm, Mr. officiating Collector Read (on tht lltk August, 1433,) tout 
possession of hie office. Tue Manager was restored on the i&Ut Oot. 1433, 
<Whfft he a;ain called on the Putwarits for those papersj bat on the 30 ih 
ember, 1833, Mr. CoUeotor GouMshury took charge of his office..(Jn 
|h« filet February, 1834. the Manager was again reinstated in his sitoa. 
ffo&and he repeated his call for the papers of the past year; but on the 
1st May, 183^, Mr. Collector Gonldsbnr y again took possession of the 
ffioe, snd has held it ever since;—hence the manager had not time 
" Wowed him to get to the papers of 1240, and at the end of IfiAl hfoolku , 
" Mr. Collector Gboldibury, and not the late Manager, waa in charge of the 
fitsWj—tbettfore the blame for the papers oflfiil, not being fortb eom- 
'i%t8fohg the feodrd% rests en Mr, CM lector GooMsbhry^i shoulders j 
.bat he has s« Uttfo regard for facto, that he boldly shifts the blame 
, ftp* his to the tale Manager's shoulders. 
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(juiced to be known to enable you to* decide the q uwtfH || 
i emission.* 

3. Tlie papers which liavo already been submitted to y4$r v 
will shew the amount ol the jumma payable to the MutakfaL 
and how much of this was co lected by them for the yeifcp 
1240,1 nov^beg to subnut *jumma-wasstl~bankee i + futfti& 
ed by them for 1211 at the expiration of which year tbipy 
resignation was accepted together with a statement shew^jl 
the total demands, collections and balances for the two yefltf 
of their management, and I request to be fa voted with ybttf 
eatly instructions on tbo subject. * 

. I have, &c. 

/Poomeea, Colli’s. Office, )(Sd.) F. GOULDSBURY, 
The 29 th Sept. 1831. j Col factor* 

t 

(No. 16970 

To. F.Gou ldsbury, Esq. 

Collector of Poornea> 

6m, 

In acknowledging your two letters, of date the 29th of 
last month, regarding the management and collections of the 
Huvellee, Ac. Purgunu estates, late undct farm to the 
Messis. Palmers I have to reply that according to your 
request a copy of your letter, proposing the nomination of 
one Manager for the whole estates, ahull he submitted to the 
Suddei Board ; but in the meantime I request the present 
nirangement of separate Managers for each Purgunu may 
not be interfered with. 

2. With regard to the statement of the Jumma-watsil 
and IhntJcee accounts of the estate* for the ftToolkcc years 
1210 and 1211,1 find the jummas stated as amounting, to 
only rupees 370,338 15 10 where is ut one, prep it ed by the 
Molahid themselves and submitted with youi letter of the 
3ui December, 183% the total amount, including the Pur* 


* ]t would appear from the above mode of reaaomug, that the Ni 
anting fro a the mimutapmeot oi, or letting out to under-farmers at 
leMfthan the rental of the villages br, the farmer, the proprietors are 
to suffer, whereas, it is conditioned by the terms of the contract, that 
the former shsll make good «ill such losses »o the latter , 

+ No. 1 Statement shewing the MoUluds' Jumm*-wa»t4 and BjUikm, 
No. 2 a st*tr*inriit exhibiting the Rees lots and f)isinir*enaen<i H IftMt 
collected by Messrs C. 8t G. Palmer ta Eagltsh and Persian. 



(my 


tunn 8%r*anUn rated at 41fK36d U UK This you will 
be good enough to explain. 

8. 1i ajipeurs by y<n*f Jnmma-*wt*sit-b«nkee statement 
of the 89th of last month, that th«* total amount demandable 

lor the year* 1840 ami 41, wan itipje*. Ti%6rf Id 0 0 

Of winch wv collected only.. ••••.678,338 14 6 2 

Leaving a balance due by the Motahids .... 68*869 0 3 9 

4* 1 am not aware that any definite eider ha* been pav»ed 
by the Siulder Buaid granting or rejecting the claim u> 
refniwion pieferred by the mntnhuii. But I am inclined to 
think the expediency of acting on the point is left to the 
discretion of dm office. 1 diall not feel inclined to recoiit- 
mend ihe measure till the late mntahtd<t have paid in nij 
the ariears due from them ax per then cuboufeeute, up trt 
the peiiod of tltetr lease which you say extended to the 
expiration of the Mootkee year 1241, saving the amount of 
this remission calculated in one anna on each rupee of their 
payment, and this indulgence to be given only Jor one year 
Withe condition that the rynt* “ get a pist ptoporttmi of that 
“ remission, being thepaity imw deceiving of the mdul- 
“ genie Mid whom it in »&t cancel n* tha pcnnaneiu inteie^t 
“of the proprietorand ihebindit >1 the estate to tioimdi 
“ and piotect.” 

5. On this point you will lie please I to inform me, wlut 
measure you intend adopting by way of insuring the above 
expressed object, 

6. 1 enclose copy of my Persian proceeding on the 
subject. 

Commissioner’s Office, ) I ant, Sec. 

19th Division, Mongliyr, f(8d ) C. W. STEER, 

The I2tli Octobei, 1834. j Offg. Commr. of Revenue. 

tTnie Copies) 

(Sd.) C. W. STEER, 

Offg. Commr. of Revenue. 

To C. W. Stub, Bid. 

Officiating Commissioner of Revenue, ISM Divitim^ 

Mongnyr. 

Sir, 

1 h«ve die boner to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter No* 1697. Sated the 4th instant, with ate accompanying 
Penan proceedings. 
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9. With reference to the remark* contained m whmA 
paragraph I beg to state the uuut of Rupees 3 t 70,3dS*ii$*IO 
thefeiiumentiooed, is the Jemma payable by tbe Means# 
Palmer to the Sur burn bar's kutchcrry t for the lerttt ftf 
Purgunus Havel lee Poorncah, Srtv|xire, SooHaapeffe} 
Phuttypore^ Singe*, and Mehal Kbatigy, which they held tiflfe 
dor the same pottah, and for* which the remt<«aioti is solicited. 
The jumtna of nipees 4,18,360,-11-10 includes that 
Pur gun u Ifurrauut ,* alto held in farm by the** gentle* 
men, but under a separate mid distrnrt pottah from the other 
Purgunus above-mentioned. This last farm having 
yielded a small profit, no remission was solicited on account 
of it by tbe Mot a bids ,*f 

3. Tlie Judder Board have certainly not passed any deft* 
nite orders on the subject of the claim preferred by these far* 
mers for remission, but, from the rcmaikt contained in the 6th 
paragraph of their letter to your predecessor, dated the 2#fh 
September, 1833, it would appear that they were of opinion 
that the Motaiuds had stipulated to pay more than the pro* 
perty could (airly yield, and that to hold them to die letter of 
their engagement would not benefit any party. The Board 
appear also to have considered that the Collector being tbe 
person held responsible for the proper management of the 
estate, was fully competent and even bound lo grant tlto 
required remission, if on enquiry it appeared that ouch 4 
measure was expedient or necessary for the welfare of the 
estate. I should not therefore have deemed it net cut ary 
to report the matter Jor your orders had not Mr. Lee Wat* 
ner in hts letter, dated the 22d October, 1833, directed ate to 
acquaint him with the natuie of the orders passed by me* 

4. From the minute inquiries,^ instituted by me, into the 
actual condition of the property, it appeared beyond a det*l}$ 
that the Messrs. Palmer had stipulated to pay considerably 
more than the farms could yield, and that to endeavourit* 


• Ha. 44.031.12 

f Both farms belonged to the same proprietors, yet, ahlaf they are 
to suffer (lie all* ged lua« in the on*.—they are »io< CHittleJlo the bMrftt 
of die profit realised tu the other, which is, b» n&kt o( ceursr, qt* (*j- 
m«ra‘. 

♦ These minute enquiries the Bidder Votrd ofReienwcrAwned 
on tbe flat March, 1034 , aa •* mi iwjficietuip rmyluH u» anoMrdtaafis 
«• dmdr m tk*pntpntii, or odu n o m of framing tkt /mu* tom to pH* for St- 

** ots *dthe estmts of MoodUt PssnsW t b" 
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f Hoice them to pay |I»© CuU amoun* of their engagement* 
would only Have the effect of compelling them to have ro- 
course to a si/stem of rack-rent * by which the ryute 
' (already fitutn impoverished) would be driven to ut¬ 
ter ruin, and the estate materially injured* I therefore 
deemed it expedient and desirable for the interest of 
all parties* to comply with their request as far as to grant 
them a remission to the extent of one anna in the rupee of' 
their jumma for 1340 Mootkee , and to allow them to execute 
a Hst-bundee for the remaining | anna portion of die balance 
due by them payable within the time.for which they held 
their lease, *(6 yc.us from 1240;) 1 deferred passing nfty 
orders regaiding a similar remission for each succeeding ytpjr 
vtimil t should receive a reply to my repot t on the subject, 
dated the 20th Pebi uai y last. , 

S Your present letter does not contain any specific in¬ 
structions on the subject, nor can I discover from it whether 
>the arrangement, which 1 have made for the adjustment 
of the balance for 1240, meets with your approbation or 
otherwise. You merely state that you are not disposed to 
« recommend** any remission, until the Messrs. Palmer shalL 
have paid the full amount of the balance due by them, after 
deducting (he one annapoition which they claim as remission, 
«md that the indulgence should be granted for one year only. 
This balance has^wiih exception of about 7,000 rupees (which 
will speedily be realised) been paid up, and I would 
therefore beg to submit, that it is needless to postpone the 
settlement of the question on that account, and I -olicit 
, the favour of your furnishing me with your sentiments regard¬ 
ing the propriety, or otherwise of the orders 1 have already 
jpfc iyd, and your instructions with regard to the remission 
J hr 1241, to which the motahids are as much entitled t as 
sdf mere to that fur the preceding year. The Messrs. 
Palmer hose already granted remission* to their under tenan¬ 
try for both *1210 and 1241, to even a greater extent than 
what they claim tor themselves 
*, Poorneea, ) I have, &c. 

Collector *s Office, > (fid.) F. GOULOfiBURY, 
The 8thOctobef, 1834.) Coltectof. 

■■■ " ■ .. . . ‘- 1 

m/Why were R«gditf«M enacted ami Judges aad Magistrates enter- 
gained on liberal safeties t - 

f What an aboag of terms oMUb rmution contrary to the con¬ 
ditions of their men centred, the validity of which bas eerier been 
questioned!! 


Sfft, 


(’ttor ) 

f * 

.To F. OoiiatMr f tv«. 

. * /Collector, Voormoeh 


As It is probable ittlt circumstances 6f an urgent 
will require my pretence at the Presidency at artery shortA 
<ice, I be® leave to.-state, that, with a view’ loading “ 
eeifin readiness I require three month’llleave of ab se n ce#^ 
my situation as Manager of the estate of Sonrjajforc, frontl 
3&I Jaeth, may I ttyiefoie hope that this indulgence trityj 
extended to me? 

/ I havfc the honour to be, Sii> 

• Your most obedient servant* 

Pdomees, 18th May, 1834. <9d.)A. IMLACff^* 


To Mr. A. Imlach, 

Poomem- 

Stn, ‘ ' 

fn r«fdy to your letter of this date, requesting tfotf 
months’ iieave of Absence from your office of ^Wf i Aar#Aer , d( 
Purgunu Soorjapore, I, request you will have the goodKij 
ta submit your application in |he usual fens (bresNsrj|M 
in the Persian language) when the requisite orders wilhbf 
passed on the subject. 

| jun, Sir, 

Poorness, , ) * Your most 1 obedient sfes mtt 

Collector’s Office, J (Sd ) , f. GOULDSBUftY, '* 
The Ifeh May, 1834.) Coto&m 


To"C. If. Stibs* Eis. 

Of ip Comm* ofRe&mtz ifth DtoMgn, lfa*£*fr. 

Sis, ’ * , 

I Have the Honor to acknowledge &e receipt of yodr 
Idted the 84th instant, in whltfewms stela tta&efWtlTft^ 
;ion8 had been presented to ydur office, oCdsvdnf w ferfgw 
rAngements which have been adopted foe the 
nent of the Huvellee est ate s, land inserting 
Utrakort dhe have 1end apphMpd at* | 
nduenfe d He lake fifedifet% the Hfen. P« 
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% Suc% a toilful and gpeu mimteptptmMkm 
Cannot be attributed io any proper motive on ike peri of 
the petitioner*, who must ‘be* well aw ere 9 of the peine which 

* I have taken to select respectable individuate to till these ei- 
ttmtions totally uncopnected with aH parties in the estate, 

* afid fully competent from jdtieHr knowledge of xumiodary 

effUn to administer it with.advantage. X shall here mention 
the names of the Surburakers who nave been appointed, arid 
$f‘the # petitioners can point out any perhaps in this Oistpet 
bitter qualified for the office, 1 shall be happy to nominate 
them in stead. . . ' 

• 1st. Purgunu Huvefiee Poomeea, Mr. R. B. Perry** a 
gentleman who has been for many years resident in this D ; a- 
<Het, and* who bears an excellent characier; he is also wtett 
acquainted with the estate, having been employed as Deputy 

*' by #ly, J. Barnes ,% one of the former Surburakars . He is be- 

* sides totally Unconnected with any party. Purgunu Sree* 


• Prsy with whom did yon ronsnlt on the occasion * 
f Mr. ft. B. Perry is pa no account entitled to the designation of 
¥m p mtfw y m ." * Whet education In Imh scarcely deserving i lie 
>|UNay r |is winners we uncouth, and 4>ta address boorish. ' N«ill»**r 
. the abstye diaqnolifyutf Memlfehen been tmproted hr Society, «r 
* lessened by elevated situation in the District, as he has neeer had any 
ndlce of. dtotinetioa conferred bpqn him. * He possesses no useful in- 
formatioe ‘wjhalever, which cannot be wondered «t »• he is so eicrnl. 
•' iogty Illiterate Iftit he canoot* write English, or indeed, any of her 
latffOagf, grammatically ; and to rrewejrit, kndwa as much of oriho. 
jrmphy na be dost of arithmetic ; the .valne of which may be calculated 
p^tys wi sr t ly whan it is known as a*foei that ha is incapable of 
Iripift pnssk In fhorthe Is ntf wretchedly imtweile that be has no 
sp mp iteBsf things In 'generot beyond phat a hylot or common net 
yosatsW In tbe District he bean UA character off natural mechanic; 
Who htdihing lo native praettees may be seen pissing on a tambonne, 
ribd to bum bp all, la in no* Mse .raspoptei or treated with deference 
by thd Inhabitants of the> Sttsk whether Christiana, Hindoos or M-*- 
hnmndans jpft ti fa oototionsthni he was an assistant to Mahno. C- and 
'Oj, Tanner, Un IqfWly almost exftloslvely dependent on them for 
.•Option., Pryin August 1839 umH he was appointed by Mr. OosMi. 
hurt, be (Mr, {NMftFftua In oonatatrt amtmkm at the house of Mr. 
PL Primer dhMftrierof the man^ie no seeret amongst 

rift pmwbit far mer Cfridnals of Fooroo ea , covenanted and 0000 * 0 . 
aiUtft nh%tf 'wnjft4| woriU af eqce pw sw n t s whether or hot this 
amiiiuit ii “*■ wifftfnoairm miiriei <otatartm_ Iil** 


¥&** 


to hare bsea bj^ty ogeef* Htlarifgo wnnutsftfd fNd MMbnva. 


known 


( Hfe ). 

jnA, Kh dihbtln 1 feapKt^le ulmi rmidfl i t of «hb 

Dnerict employed for 'many yeant tl 8urfrurakar‘f6 # 
Suorjapore estate, and totally unconnected witn any*part/I * * 
find. PmrgQnt* Sookanporw Mahomet) Tukkee,+ the son of 


inn n n n un 


('Tallin 'TTTi 


aome time iiv that purgunu, and ttf ttafelbre'weflncq 
with the property. 1 intended to appointed his fbthe 
Mahudy, but inconsequence ofhis being obliged to 
Calcutta dceasionalty, lie eeqpested* (but the situation .mi 
be given td 4iis son, and promised that he would at 
• tunes afford his assistance and advice J this person has QO 
connection whatever with* any party . 1 * , • 

3rd. . Pur gun u •Phu^eypore Stngheea, * Ikboo |f omm 
L 0 II 4 this man resides in the Purgpnu and was selected Is, 
consequence of his beuig.the f ouly ttadopf any respectability in. 
tliat quarter, and of its being considered necessary to appoint 
a person with whorn the Vyult are acquainted to manage 
that Purgunu , which, from its vicidity US die Morung, re¬ 
quires a person possessing son# local influence to prevent 
tiie ryuts migrating* to,the NHfjjnul.tejlitoty, ighich* custom 
from the advantageous Idrma «q which site/* qarf obtain land 
in that country has hitherto prsvajlyd foa.£eat extent to^ilp 
serious, injury of that'part of the property., jie is qpite h* 
dependent of all parties, Inti is a mgn of property; * # • , j 


* CbHr«p» of corruption, Itc. wen pesdiai qiiMt Bind/ihit, 
in Mr. Collector Qoulfpbury'a. odor, «ihcq Mr. Q, appojufaf hist eta- 
naaer. One would Have tba»tj&ht tltai it jeaa tieceeaarf f6r Mf.Godtdfc 
bnrv to U*e first disposed of tl»t*se charges, and tpen ha 
t»> tittrf»nlnn sniveling or rejecting nim. /fbis Blndrs^inlleas 
lor a»me lirtte pretiofla 10 Jits appantmeot, alteadqs OB mt. (JtargS 
Palmer to# iht purpoae of obtaining aprvidst ‘ ‘ 

t Tbs Ptrui toners pi jept to the individual appointed‘to tbs sttoatfo*, 
who is the fO|»iwblr persons and am ifienu of the private arrange* 
meate M r. Collector Gdbtdabufy may la*t satifad ibfo Jo bis dwsftUqf 
hqtwa with tbs fattier, who wan irreapoaaibls character, and who re-* 
aided.in the Pmrpum as » factor and timp f aa litssfli Sad' bp 
ai last managed to purchase a part of It-fiat residence on tl# spsS 
isaa fbeptyto coaddioa ia rerbrd fo the fata If seagsf* fifcodwpf* 


isaa fbaolt)ie coitddioa ia ragdrd fo the fata If seagsf* Ttwhflg^ 

*r«a5^«BiaB3»feak 


hrisaga to bis oannexiona* and ft Jjsi 
allow tbs neighhoanag Z«tmiftdg«,or 


Wan influence in, or have 




mtTJw* 
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• ' 4th. Hauthpore and liHab Goraree, Mbthdbr Mohan fhin* 
ral ? * a bjother' of the treasurer of tills' office, 'a man of good 
character'and highly peapectabltv and being a Resident of Cal- 
cut|a he is tdiaily unconnected with'any parties in tliis Dis¬ 
trict. ’ • 

, 4th. Kutteeharandl%xi«areepore, Jamfceeiamf'the late Se~ 
risktadar of the Surburakar's kutcherry^ selected lh eottse- 
ouence of his being w mprt of respectability, and fain his hav- 
‘|g been for many years employed under the Surburakat^ I 
consider that he had a iigiiitnate claim So one of these situa¬ 
tions. He is quite unconnected with any party as present. 

3. m All these persons' have ehh6r given or air about 
ghe, goO0 and substantial security for (he amount of their 
respective collections,} and as they ore under my immediate 
control^ and have nv powers independant of the Collector f 
t cannot fee how they can possibly do any mischief, even 
supposing them to bo influenced by qny party feeling > 
their duty consists in collecting the rents and remitting the 
amount to this treasury, and attending to> she general welfare 
tfthe/VgunW' * 

*4, '1 feel*it necessary to, bring to yottr notice-a circum- 
ftahcf which will satisfhctorijy account tor the number oi 
petition^ which yotf have received, ahd will arlso explain the 

object for which -they wep presented : it is that Mr. Imlaclt 

I > 4 

. . . ■ - - ;----— - -- ■ - 

HoUmmt Moliua Biirrsl wu Ifrwrt. C. and 6. IWiwrt Naib To 
li)Ar ( (deputy coOectW of rent) on 35 rupees per month ra the fun? 
tfHuveUee Poornee*, frost wtiieh wtuanon he was promoted by Mr 
-Collector GouWsbury to that of. a Mwi»r« on t0'ni|>f« per mensem 
an lhadeedtof rrllM|ai»bpMa( of ibal farm being accepted J>» itie Com 
mkaioner. TliiS Mr. Gouidsbury lias latterly admit led. Beside* thu 
individual, a gmat thany of the aSUvc accountant*, writers, bmftm 
dotes, gpilheSM, police rapotler, Ice. all of whom weif^aervaatt o 
f saa, C. Spd Qijrtlmrr 6o fha Huvogee Poordce* farm, have fteei 
gatpiored by UW new lhanagera. * 4 

4 JukKim has, been removed, sod Mr. ft B. Perry, llts Mim 
^ tfluWJV*** Part and, who rerttved 9Q0 rupee* pet 
Saothk mm &Med ra.dHaree or Purgunus KaUeehar and t watra 
pPefhttB 40 nprwa month tbhiesalary t*aad lnM 

ml pa (aim cpt IMP PlrgHho*. ft* has stooe been promoted to ftmt 

’' |Mi«l ilr^laeiofjBpijW^y^ letter pf the«B 4 September.20M 
irr. - a. ^ auMoieiW antssma to those mattyi 

iMgewertaf the teCs'lboMdba wsnuta 
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!>ai by mme meant or other prevailed on the sotta of Srecn^ 
vain Has, (cine* of whom k a minor and the other « pm'jfesi 
&9#i) to nominate him to be their General Mokhiar , which 
power he it exerting for the purpose of thwarting aatdoppbfr* 
mg in every possible way, the measures which ! nave adopt!# 
(or the better raagagementf pf the estate, and it remains ftr 
the Kevenue Authorities to determine how far it is degrrubta 
to permit an individual who makes himself thus obnoxious 
to ms superior by undertaking duties wholly incompatible 
with the efficient discharge of his public functions# to retain 
any situation of responsibility under this CoHectersttip# 

I am, &c. 

Poomeea, Collector's Office, > (Sd. F. GOULDSBURV, 
The 88th May, 1834. \ CoUwfar. 


To C. W. Stkkh, Ek<^ 

Offlg. Comtnr • of Revenue f )SM Dimnw, Mongyr. 
Sir, 

1 have the honor to at'knowlebge the receipt of your letter 
No. 1665, dated tlie £9tW ultimo, forwarding copy of a pe¬ 
tition presented to you by Mr. Iinlacb, the Surburakar 
of the Soorjapore estate, objecting to die orders passed re¬ 
garding the security tendered by him which 1 considered 
insufficient. 

2. As I am the person held responsible for the proper 
management of the estate, and for the conduct of the Sur- 
burakar , 1 think I may be permitted to offer a few remarks 
before carrying into effect you# orders directing me \o accept 
the security in question, hi the event of no perton laying 
.claim to the property pledged within the period of erve 
month, on a proclamation being issued to that effect* 


Er.tftllector Goutdibqv'» minor is wore than twenty two 
Iswor 



cf ay#, sod the perfect boy b wore than fourteen ; hew did the 47 a 
tor discover this perfecloess f 
1 t General nswriiona are of little avail, hut it is notoriously kappa 
nl poorers« that n great part of Messrs. C.It G. Palmer's osfghffi#* 
anent belong iog |e the hru of Huvrllee Foorneea was prdvMnd Iftr 
by the measures alluded to; nptwitbstandiog that they hid beVtt instri# 
mental in reducing the agricaitural class to povsrty ar<f q«tt«hvT“ 
their oppressions andexiortiontf the eshfteoee ef which ffff. Qrfl kJi 
Gottldsbtoy has recorded ia several of bis public I 
greater part of the establishment att a c h e d to tbo estate 
Tinaw will Mop the result of Mr. Collector 
mauls, hat ap to the beghuHag of Chacf, his »}« 





r ns ; 


_ 3f Regulation V* of under die provisions of which 

flie estate was placed under Mr, Imiaeh k management, tit* 
recta that good and sufficient security be taken from the 
Hurburakar tor the proper discharge of lus duties, the 
amount of the security must of course be regulated with re* 
fefence to the value of the properly entrusted to the Surbtt - 
fa bar's care. The unmial collections of the Soorjappte estate 
funount tp about 4£ lucks* of rupees, while the value of the 
property pledged as seemity for Mr. I in lath, taking it at 
Jiis own estimation, does not exceed 50,000+ rupees, apd m 
reality does not amount to half that sum, even supposing 
that it is not moitgaged to others, as the Nazir reports. 


inilficieutly, sn«l the Managets selected hj him evnir< d so little com* 
■peiency for tlieir teak, tliet from ao annual rental of about an lacs, 
four and a half lam of rupee* only hare been realized, which was 
toieaeen by the proprialora at the commencement f and they liavo 
leaaonto fear I hat about a lakh of rupees will tail tu arrears instead 
of from sixteen tu thirty thousand, as was the case formerly. Umier 
these cireumatanees it »■ aery natural that the minor of ninro than 
ft! years and the petfect bov should complain; let the Mukhtar he 
•whoever he may. But Mr. Collector Gooldsbury while lie kept the 
Ifte Manager under suspension, made a shooting excursion in company 
w|lh Mr. George Palmer and others to the Moning# and previous to 
his departure, issued a notice to the Ule Manager to attend Im court 
Ml u certain day j Mr. Gouldabury did not, however, return from hie 
pleasure parly on that date, and tho late Manaser was imprudent 
enough to note the rlrronislsurr in his urzeenf the )0ib January, 1H34 j 
besides 00 ihe 29th April, 1834, Mr. Collector Gonldshury called on the 
,1am Manager who waa hardy enough not to return Ins call and cul* 
fivate Ins acquaintance, »huh mighty ofiVnie is not lobe forgiven j 
hud be was accordingly ordered on the 5th May, following, to leave 
JhO station and proreed to, and reside at Sonrj spore; it was by such 
nets that the Into Mmager made ht nisei f obnoxious to bis superior. 
Mr. Collector Gooldsbury. During the heat of this persecution of. 
Mid sweating atainst, the late manager, Mr. George Ptljmr tpok the 
*l«t<h Supper" twire. Even the pinua Emily waa aokPuid sobse* 
qaeatly the carriage and pair hkewi««Pbtit the late manager should 
«<tt and ought not to know soy thing of these transactions. 
t • Never exceeded four lacs. A person acting under the sacred 
,#blig*tion of an oath, should have some regard for fact#. 

* + The amount of security required waa 51,0<X> rupees, and the Mu* 
Pager offered to make up any deficiency, if the property «f«rdh>roud 

S t anffteient on enquiry; he denied the truth of the Collector's Nazer, 
•yes Ul«e*s report, and stated bis reasons and proofs that Mr. Col* 
tor Qoutdahury vtfWd to go into tjbeni., , . 

The rent.fms land pM*«d hy Motlipr Mohan Borral as dtarity was 
jfehifd by thf CoUsctor at 12 rupess per bigs j and that pledged hy Mouses 
weVi fupampar Inga; but although the Jam Mauagsg indicated to 
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I would therefore submit that such «ecurify mnof, HKtfw 
any circumstances, be deemed adequate for such a ftfhubln 
trust. 

4. But Mr. fmlach has on other grounds totally dia 
qualified himself for the efficient discharge of his duties tt% 
Surburakar# he was deprived of the management of the tW# 
other estates formerly administered by him, and allowed tt* 
retain that of Soorjapore in order tlmt he might be enabled) 1 
to devote sufficient lime and attention to the interests ofth# 
last-mentioned property, in stead, however, of availing himself 
of the op|iortunity thus afforded him to devote his time and 
attention exclusively to the better management of the estate? 
he in opposition to my repeated orders* directing him to pro¬ 
ceed to the Purgunu and take up his residence on tit# 
property, continued to reeide at Poorneea and busted himself' 
with other matters to the utter neglect of his duties as $ur+. 
hurakar. 1 have a h eady had occasion to bring to your 
notice the circumstance of his having prevailed upon - 
Rojindurnarain Rae and his brother, the proprietors of 
half of the IIuvellee estate, both perfect boys, to entrust tbu* 
whole of their affair* to his man igement and of hi 1 * having* 
made use of the powers thus obtained to thwart and oppose? 


Mr Go(il/t*t>nry th»t il»«* proprietor «f th* rani-frwlinil Its bsrf offered afc tf 
plaiiffit, hftil »<>ld utljtMimit; mmm at 111. 15, mid 17'npMMwrbip, Nrflkf 
mIp» *«r» repi*i«r*«i m -In* <L >cil (Wirt : vi*., Mr. flaoldslMliMBoas wnfe bt*f% 
MU vo vdu*- Wrier I«•..! *■. . ii.»:f of tbs price at whioh leiiatdvi ef ittfwtbfL 
had Wen effected ; and *• to ilia report* of hi* native ofltc«r , », tbs rstawrdtf 
of the Civil Court will prove that they sfb not trimworthy. In *hnr«, nm 
sooner ooe pratetice failed tlian another wsta hatched { end it wM asidea% 
mat ibe removal of the Manager iron his remaining ait nation was re¬ 
solved on. Jg 

• Mr Collector Gnuldubwy received on the 30th April, 1934, thf i 
order* of the Commissioner (who was then si Poorness) to relieve thtfe; 
Manager from the charge of Huvellee Poornees estate and'hat 4t' 
Bowsa Bnnbhag, and on the next d»v, 1st May. lie relieved the Manager- 
of the former only, and on the 5th May, ordered him off t» Soorjapore j 
the Manager, however, informed the Collector that he was waiting tJ&j 
deliver over charge tt Sowsa Bnnbhag, the office of which was held •#*- 
PoorneMa and on the 42nd May, the Collector took charge ot SoWMy 
BnnbhffiPind the Manager proceeded to Soorjapore on that day. As thJs 
Manager had previmisty applied for leave of absence from the end li 
Jeth, he returned io the station the latter end of that month, where tfMgl 
Collector detained the M wager by Iris dilatory proceeding* with" 
regard to the security, substitute, and at last appointed an Agltayh 
Manager. 
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in rory fHttsibfe way the arrangements which, by order of 
|he> |))4d*n Beard, I was making for the better management 
of thjtf #auue, wAicA And been materially injured by Mr . 
Jmfaelf* previous management,* This duty he seems to 
fiqipr of so muph greater importance than the good 
Iftaftftgfptent of tbe#oonapore estate, that he has obtained 
t^te months* Leave of Absence to visit the Presidency on some 
iNpanem connected with the Rajah's affairs, and as tar as I 
mm judge from his conduct hitherto, lie appears not to Itava 
the slightest intention of attending to my instructions regard¬ 
ing ilia residing at Soodapore which 1 consider essential tc 
enable him to manage the estate properly. 

5. Under these circumstances 1 am of opinion that Mr. 
Mach has forfeited all claim to any indulgence beyond 
what has been already shewn him, and that the important 
interest not only of the proprietors of ibis valuable and exten* 
mvc estate, but also of the runts and other tenantry residing 
thereon (who are the principle sufferers from the Surbura - 
kar's neglect of his duties) demand that the management of 
Hie property should be entrusted to a competent person, able, 
jpd willing to devote the whole of his time and attention to 
b» interest. The present Acting Surburakar , Cossim Alice 
(Than seems well qualified fur the ojficc y f having done 
pore fo? the good of the estate djirmg the short time that it 
MS been tinder lus care than Mr. Iinlsch did during the five 
tears that under his management, throughout which 
pried b« never resided upon the property nor even saw it, 
wit A the exception of an gpcasional for a few days 
faery year. 


* * ISw the Uni note to tho preceding letter. gw 

f fmn Mr. Collector Oooldsbur>’• declaring the aemtg mans* 

B t, Ouiim Alice, of Soorjepore estate te he well qualified to become 
onager of that relate, it wonld strike one that tlie Collector iqr* 
fended ter confirm him in the situation; but as soon as he was In posses¬ 
sion of the sentiments of the Board, which are grounded on an if, 
Mr. Collector Ctouldsbury appointed Mr. R. Q. Perry on 600 topees 
pst month, to SoorJspore nnd removed the well qualified Cnstim AtU a 
In an inferior, situation on a salary of ISO rupees. ^ 

X Tlte.Maoager visited Somjapore generally four timeflp year, 

r at each, visit stayed from three weeks to a month; and when at 
Other charge, kept up almost a daily communication with 89 er- 
fepOfe. Jlr. Collector Couldsbury seems In have forgotten the7lb 
pararo ***** «b»Jff|hJh«h. 1834 .10 which he propoffd 

||a|lir. IfSlach be‘retained at Homjapore, on (he groundipot fha 
m^Mors-af ft have apt oMf M tf to his jsasggemgu j hat 
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6. Mr. Imlach’s leave of absence having nearly expired, 
and as he has not yet furnished udequaie security) nor even 
applied for an extension of /ev/re,* I should imagine that 
I shall be at liberty on the expiration ofhis leave to make 
whatever arrangement may be deemed expedient for the 
future management of the property by appointing another 
Surburakar , but if you are of opinion that 1 have no sucll 
authority, and that the orders of the Sudder Board are 
required before Mr Imlach can be displaced, I request yoti 
will have the goodness to submit it copy of this letter lor the 
Consideration and orders of that authority. 

Poorncea, ) I am, &c. 

Collector’s Office, > (Sd.) F. CSOULDSBURY, 

The 3d Oct. 1034. } - Collector. 


Sir, 


(Vo. 1723.) 

To. F. (joui.nsiu/HY, Esq. 

Collector of Poorncea. 


Being still of opinion that the security tendered by Mr* 
Imlach is sufficient in amount for the security of the interest* 
committed to him, if properly supervised liy yourself, and that 
no other person more (it than Mr. Imlach cun bn selected for 
the situation of Surburakar, I must request you will not on 
the gound merely of the security not being sufficiently res* 
ponsible, remove that genilcm .111 from the trust committed 
to him, by the special desire of the Sudder Board, until 
th^Board decides the question, which at your request will bo 
fctifllhiucri to them. 


2. With regard to the other part of your letter touching 
the inefficient manner in which Mr. Imlach is stated to per* 
form the duties required by him as Manager of the estate, I 
am not as yet prepared to give a decided opinion, oil thifl 
point you will act on your own discretion ; though I do not 
exactly agree with you that Mr. Irnlacti’s continued residence 
on the estate is iudispensibly necessary to ensure its proper 
management. 

Conunr.’s Office, ) I am, Sic. % 

12th Division, Monghyr, > (Sd.) C W. STEER, 

The 8th Oct. 1834. 1 Offtg. Cotnmr . of JRev. 

(True Copv) 

(Sd.) C. W. STEER, 

_ Ojfig. Cotnmr , of Rev. 

• The late Manager applied in due unie (by post) 00 the AtbOolo- 
her, 1934, for an extension of leave. 
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(No. 1748.) ' 

From the Officiating Commissioner of Bhaugulpore\ 
to the Secretary to the Sudder Board of liev. 

Sin, 

1 beg to forward for the consideration and orders of the 
Sudder Board the Collector of Poorneea’s letters, ih original, 
which I request the return of with copies of iny replies there* 
to on the subject of a difference of opinion between that officer 
and myself on matters connected with the Huvellee estates. 

2. Mr. Gouldsbury has, for reasons detailed in his leUeifT"’/ 
of date the 22nd September lust, suggested the expediency 

of vesting the whole charge and managiuent of ail the estates 
in one Surburakar , and recommends Mr. Perry for the 
appointment. 

3. My reply of date the 25th of the same month, explains 
the objections I consider existing to this measure, as reverting 
to the very system the Board disapproved of, ami giving mom 
duty to one person than he can possibly properly superintend 
innd perforin the several estates being of that extent and 
value, each yielding a Sudder Jumma of nearly a lac of 
rn|)ees requiring lor their management separate Surbura- 
kars. 

4. The Board will perceive from the tone of Mr. Goulds- 
buiy's letters that he judges himself quite competent to 
•decide on this point as in that of the leniiwuons to be granted 
■|o the late Mot a bids without any refeience even to this office. 

5. If he is right in this constmetion of his power, this 
reference is useless, hut I am inclined to think, the Board 
would expect their sentiments should be consulted before the 
system they directed, is subverted and the former one re• 

' instated, to which they so strongly objected and which would, 
if 1 mistake not, tend to reinvest the Messrs. l*a!mer with 
that influence on these estates. Indeed l may say in the 
whole district^ which , should in my opinion , Oe sup pressed. 

6. With the Board’s smetion, 1 propose giving authority 
to the Collector to remit one ann.i in the rupee in the Mala - 
bid's Jumnnt for the two yeuis,-1240 and 1211, though I 

‘certainly did not at first contemplate that the demand em¬ 
braced both years. 

7 . The Board will also be pleased to decide how far rcs- 
•’pdnsibility attaches to the Collector for a proper supervision 
•’ol theie estate*, for Mr. Gouldsbury in his letter of the 29th 
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September Remarks, u that the provision* of the’regular 
€t (ions never contemplated the personal supervision by the 
u Collector * of the affairs of estates under attachment bjf 
“order of <he Courts of Justice; though in parts of lag 
“ letters he admits he is the person held responsible for th# 
“ proper management of the estates.” 

Coinm'.V Oflice, ) I am, &c. 

Bhaugulpore Division, > (Sd.) C. W. S TKER, 

The 14th October, 1831. ) Offlg. Commr• 


(No. 626.) 

To The Commissionkr of Hit auouli'oiie. 

Siit, 

Tin* Sadder Hoard of Revenue having had before them 
your lecer of the I4ih ultimo, No. 1748, with its enclo* 
aurei direct me to communicate as follows 

"2. Tin- Hoiud concur with you in opinion that the live Sur • 
bnrakar* severally appointed to the live Purgunus of the 
iluvelW Pooriicea estate, should he continued in their 
respective oflLccs. or if the removal of any individual be de¬ 
sirable or he be unwilling to cuminue to serve, that another 
person should be appointed in his stead. The Collector 
mutes in his letter of the t?8th of May last, that he has “ taken 
“ pains to select respectable individuals to (ill these situations/* 
(as indeed would appear to be the case from the list that ha 
has submitted) unit he adds in purugtaph 3d of the same 
letter, th.it “all these persons have either given, or are about 
“ to give good and substantial security fur the amount of their 
“ respective collections/'’ There can be no occasion there¬ 
fore for his maintaining the irfimediate management” 

of the property of which he spiaks in his letter of the Mk 
Sepie liber, tho'such close interference was uecessary to 
break up the system of various mul-administration which 
would appear to have prevailed in the estate in question 
during a long term of years. For the Hoard agieu with 
Mr. Gould-hury, that it is not the business of a Collector, 
directed by the Courts of Justice to undertake the general 
man gement of an estate, to abstract from those avocation* 
in which the interests of the estate aie more immediately 

* Why did he apply to the Officiating Ojinniijn»ioner far permission 
rto asauuie die nuuageineat of the lluvellee Puotuecs estate f 




( ns ; 

involved, so much of his time and attention as he must ne¬ 
cessarily devote to the administration ofa large Me ha l , if 
he endeavoured to peform personally the duties proper to a 
Surburakar. He must appoint respectable men to that 
office, take sufficient security from them and maintain a ge¬ 
neral tho’ efficient surveillance over their conduct. . , 

3. The Board sanctions the grant of the remission * 
to which the 6th paragraph of your letter under reply 
relates . 

4. The Collector, as the Board have stated on former 
occasions, is the party responsible to the Court for the due 
administration of the property committed by that authority to 
his charge, and therefore they are of opinion that he should 
be left to exercise his unshackled discretion with respect to 
the amount and nature of security to be demanded from 
a Surburakar , on the same principle, the Board are clear 
that he should be upheld in the assertion of his legitimate 
authority over the Surburakar , who is, and must be, entire¬ 
ly under his order ; and that, if as stated by Mr. Goulds, 
bury, Mr. Iinlach have disabled himself from devoting the 
whole of his time and attention to the niangeincnt of the 
Soorjapore estate, of which the annual collections are said to 
be about Rupees 4,50,000 by accepting the post of attorney 
or agent to the proprietors of one tnoiety of the Huvellee 
Poorneea estate, lie should be immediately removed trom the 
former office. It is high time that the office of Surburakar 
should be put upon its proper footing , and the obligation*, 
which it involves be correctly understood in xillnh Poorneea, 
and whilst the Board are convinced that it is a false econo, 
tny to withhold a fully adequate remuneration for the services 
of respectable gentlemen of whatever class, undertaking I lie 
duties of that situation, they are determined that the counter¬ 
part right of the proprietors of estates so managed to the full 
and efficient services of their amply remunerated agent shall 
be strictly asserted and maintained. 

Sudder Board of Reve.) I have, &c. 

Fort William, £ (Sd.) G. A. BUSHBY, 

The 4th November, 1834.) Secretary 

—■ i.i .. ■ —— ... " ■ 

4 The Board in their letter of the 21st March, lt}34,d retired that “ the 
•* retturis turnialied on this occasion are not aoAciently explicit to cn. 
“ able litem to decide on the propriety, or otherwise, of granting the 
** remission,” to the farmers of the estate of Hovellee Poorneea, fee. and 
all bo' Mr, Collector Qooldebnrj manfully resisted making any tardier 
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P. S. The enclosures of your letter wilt be returned after 
transcription. 

Sudder Board of Revenue, > (Sd.) W. PETER, ; 

Fort William, f ' £ 

The 18th December, 183t. ) XJuCovenanted Sccj£» 


(True Copies) 
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officiating Collector’s conducting the inquiry on the ground 
of his having evinced an undue personal hips in the question. 

The Board declared that Mr. Bead had exceeded^ 
authority in suspending the Surburakar , and requited the 
c»sl to be ^proceeded with under the orders of th«<Comft*«r» 
sinner, *idfprescribed by Sec. 3, Beg. V. of 1837, stating also 
that the Surburakar had no t ight to grant remissionsof Ids 
own authority, ntid requiting particular information regard* 
ing the management of the i^slute and the duties discharged 
by Mr. fmiucli. 

Mr. Collector GouhUhury reported in reply, that, Mr* 
Imlach was the Manager of the three Estates before mimed, 
comprising about one-third of the whole district, ami that k 
was the practice |o let these properties in large farms, most of 
which were held hy the Meaner Palmer, who ugaiu sublet 
the lunds, and allowed further under-leases to a ruinous 
extent.—Under these cirpumstancos lie was of opinion that 
the sen ices of Mr. Imlach, receiving a high salary as Ma¬ 
nager, could be of very limited benefit to the Proprietors, and 
on that ground recommended his removal at least from the 
management of Huvtllee Poorneeah, which he, at the suine 
time, proposed to coniidc to either of the Messrs. Pul titer, 
ps lie believed that they in their capacity of farmers had 
Acquired un intimate knowledge of tile Estate. 

The orders of the Board (in cunforiiiity with opinions 
previously expressed hy them,) were that die farming system 
should be genet ally discountenanced and abaudoned as tor 
garded all existing conn acts soon us pos-iblc, so ruinous 
a series of complicated subletting appearing to have prevail,, 
ed in consequence of it, ami thnt the Mumiger appointed by 
flie llcvenue Authorities should be required oidinurdy to 
foiled, for the benefit of the Proprietor’s of the pqate, held 
under attachment, the full rents from the into a dm It cuttivn - 
tors of the soil. Jt *ni«, at the same tune, directed that 
Blr. Imlach’s management should be confined to one of the 
Estates before specified, Purgupnah Soorjapme, tlie duties of 
which were quite as much us under die instructions above 
described, he could peifotm with efficiency, on the salary of 
BOO rupees per mensem received by him for die Purgumtah, 
but that the Messrs. Palmer should'not be included in any 
arrangements regarding the other M(lints. 

Subsequently ip t{ie .issue of these orders the Board 
received the proceedings of Mr. Gouidebury on the in vest i- 
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cutwt of -A* aftegation of corruption which hod been 
advanced against Mr^Imkch. Betties the charge already 
mentioned, mere were six others imputing to him different 
degrees* of peculation aqd neglect of the interests oj hfa 
« U hf ij | ; The Whole of these were conkitcteted hj the 
Officiating Commissioner (Mr. C. W. Steer) to be not 
3 ♦ liiirfw* t#%ir. tmiaefc inat»t* proved,* and he according di- 

recle d that Mr ImUch should bo 
> SiMffllMMt tb* rtarg'i restored to office, lbe Board 

£JS5“5 fbgta,B ' n,i,dj found nothing in the case to in- 

duce them to dissent from the de¬ 
cision. It is to be remarked that these proceedings, altho' 
they were not submitted to die Board until the 10th duly, 
1834, had been received and disposed of by Mr. Steer 
on the 15th February preceding. Mr. Imlach was at 
that time restored to the management of all the Estates 
which had previously been placed under him, and the orders 
of the Board by which, for the reason above explained, be 
was restricted to the management of PurgunnaH Soorjapore 
only bore date the 15th April, following. 

when Mr. Head's report on the subject of the remission 
was transmitted to the Board, Mr. Imlach had presented a 
petition, charging that officer with a leaning towards the 
Messrs. Palmer, and combating his representations on the 
condition of the Estate Huvellee Poorneeah. During the 
progress of the enquiry held by Mr. Gouldsbury, he twice 
addressed the Board to complain of the alleged partiality of 
that functionary to the same parties. At the close of the 
enquiry Mr. Imlach again petitioned the Board, when he 
reiterated the former charge of partiality, and accused the 
Collector of having misrepresented the evidence given in his 
report of the proceedings,—entering at the same time into a 
defence of his own conduct. These Petitions, as will be seen 
on reference to the most important of them (dated the 20tli 
October, 1833, and the 31st March 1834,) were of an exces¬ 
sive diffuseuess and consisted of detailed exculpations of 
himself mixed up with insinuations of all kinds against the 
local Officers, and recriminations against the Messrs. Palmer, 
in his contentions with whom the case had its origin. 

The most material of the many allegations against Messrs. 
Head and Gouldsbury contained in these petitions hare been 
^introduced in the two memorials to Government which 
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to he of that tangible and substantial clfUracWr 
merited any special investigation. It will be observed 
in the first orders issued by them they hud pointed out and 
corrected the unauthorised and erroneous measures which bad 
been adopted by Mr. Head in suspending Mr. Imlucli, und in 
filtering upon the investigation which was at the time 
commenced b\ him. . • 


On a reconsideration of all the circumstances of the case, 
widi reference to the representations at present before them, 
they »ec u • reason to entertain any different opinion. 

Fort \Villia.tr, ) 1 have, &c. 

Hudder Board of Revenue, f- (Sg.) J. R. COLVIN, 

The 1 Itb May, 1S33. y Secretary. 

I\ S. The two Petitions presented to Government by 
Mr. Iiiduch received widi Mr. Macrmgliten’s letter under 
reply, arc herewith returned. 


(No. irj.) 

Baetiuc. 

To Mr. A. Imlucli, 

Sut, 

I am directed by the Hovfblc llie Governor of Jlengul 
fo acknowledge the receipt of two Mcmoiiats fiom you, 
dated te-pectively the 26th January, und Kith February lust, 
to the addieSs of the Governor Geneial of India in Council, 
and to inform you, in reply, that Ins honor sees no cause to 
interfere wiih the jurisdiction of the competent Revenue 
Authorities in |he mutters to which your Memorials relate. 

2. The original papers received with your Memorial of 
the first mentioned date, are herewith returned. 

Fort William. 1 I am, Sir, 

The 2(ith Mav, 1SJ3. C Your most obedient servant, 

E*d. .J. \V. | (Sd.) ROSS D. MANGLES, 

J Se(n/. to the Govt . of Bengal* 









